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Official transcript of the International 
Military Tribunal in the matter of: The 
United States of America, the French Ree 
publio, The United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland, and the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, against Hermann Wilhelm 
Goering et at, Defendants, sitting at Nurnberg, 
Germany on 14 May 1946, 1400- 1700. Lord 
Justice Lawrence presidinr. 


ADMIRAL TAGNER -- Resumed 
CROSS EXAM -- Continued 
BY COLONEL PHILLIMOR?: 
Qe Do you remember the sinkine of the "Monte Ge ca" j epteiber, 1942? 
Ae I have a certain recollection of ite 
Qe That was the ship in respect of which the Defendant Doenitz sent a 
telegram to the U-boat Commander threatening him with court martial on his retur 
because he had sunk the ship after recognizing it as a neutral. Now in 1942 
of Spain was very important to Germany, was it not? 
A. I assume soe 
Je You told us yesterday that Admiral Raeder was recommending a 


Mediterranean policy. Now that was the reason, wasn't it, why the U-boat 


Commander was threatened with court martial, it mattered in 1942 if vou 


No, that was not the reagone The reason was that 


U-boat had not acted according to the 


It didn't matter in 1940 when you thourht you were winning the wa 


. 


" Ta j TA : : 
in Soptember, 1942, £g O y t became politically inexpedient to 


You will have to contact thc political office > Gorman Reich to 
get that answer, 
Qe If that is thc answer, do you think it is unfair to describe your 
attitude to tho sinking of neutral ships as cynical and opportunist? 
ie No, I reject that completclye 


‘te I want to ask you ono or two questions about the witnoss Hei You 


spoke yesterday of a conversation in thc jail here in tho first wock of December, 
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fie December, 1945, 
Qe Yos. You knew at the timo you spoke to Heisig that he was soins to 
be called as a witness, didn't you? 

I assumed that because of his presence here at Nurnborze 

And you know you were going to bo enlled as 2 witness, didn't you? 
4.  YOSe 
n 
i 


e Are you telling the Tribunal that you didn’t tell tho defonse lawyors 


e 


about this conversation until quite recontly? 
I did not quito follow tho senso of your questione 
Qe Are you telling the Tribunal that you did not roport this conversation 
with Hoisir to the Defense lawyers until quito rece: 
A. Perhaps in Fobruary or March it was that he dcfonse. counsel 
about this conversatione 
I just want to put the cates to you. The U-boat Commander Eck was 
sentenced to death on the 20th of Octo 
I did not know the datee 


o was taken by the Commission on the 
he was executed on the 30th of November. Tht is to say hc wis executed befor« 
you had vers Did you know that? 


A e 
Noe I am iu: inding VE. C noWe 


knew it before he gave his evidence, 


Obviously. Otherwise, ho most likely would have told me about it. 
a question and answer from his cross examinstione It 


si page 2676 of the transcripte This is a question by Dre Xrangbuchler: 


" 3 m WW 1 *. 1 
In your hearing on tho 27th of November were you not told that the death 


sentence against Eck and Hoffmann had already been sot?" Answers 
knov; whether it wo e 27th of November. I know only that here I was told 
of the fact that the death sontenoo had heen oarried 
remember. I was in several hearingse” Now if that 
THE PRESIDENT: 


hen was that evidence given? 


COLONEL PHILLIMORE: hot was given on the 14th of January, My Lord. 
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Pago 2676 of the transcript, 

Ae I did not understand who gave this testimony. 

Qe The witness Heisig, when he gave evidence here in Courte So thet 
whether or not he was deceived, as you suggest, before he gave his offidavit, 
he at least knew the true facts before ho gave evidence here to the Tribunal? 

Then he told un untruth to me. 

Now, I want to ask you one question on tho order of the 17th of 
September, 1942. That is the order that you say you monitored in the Naval 
for Staff and saw nothing wrong with. Did the Defendant Racder sco that order? 

te Tht I can not say with certainty. 

“e You were Chief of Staff Operations at that time? 

4. Yes, but you can't expect of mo that I could romember evory incident 
which took place in six yoars of war, 

4e Oh, no, but this was an important order, wasn't it? 

Certainly, but there were very many important orders in the course of 
six years. 

Qe Would you normally show an important operational order to the 
Commander in Chicf? 

Ae My task was to present to tho Chief of the Staff of the Navy the 
important things and he decided which matters were to be presented to the 
Grand Admiral, 

". dre you saying that you wouldn't have shown this to thc Chief of 
the S,nff? 

No. I nm sure ho had knowledge of this. 

Have you any doubt that this order would have been shown to 
Admiral Raeder? 


That I can not say for I do not recall. 
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Q Now, I want to ask one or two questions about your tasks as Admiral 


a 


Special Duties, You became Admiral Special Duties in June, 194 
Yes, 
Q And from then on you attended the important conferences with Admiral 
Doenitz and in his absence represented him, did you not? 
A I never participated at any discussions as his deputy. Doenitz was 
represenented to the Chief of the SKIL, 
Q Now at that stage of the war all questions were important insofar as 
theynaffected military rations in one way or another, were they nc 
4 In every stage of the wer all military questions are of importance, 
hat I am putting to you is that ha 432 of tho war the importance 
tustion, 
That I imagine one has to admit, 
Q ånd during that period Germany was virtually governed by 


taken at the Fuehrer's Headquarters, wasn't it? 


Now, I went you to look at a 


is D-862, a new document, and 


29th of August, 1943. You weren't 
Vice-.dmiral Meisel, accompanied Admiral Doenitz, 
Delegation are set out at the top of the 
P f d d "^ Mamk ns Dahm + f AÀ onem - ^ rey n 1 
ief of Stoff of the SKL, Captain Re ana your program as sot 
arrival, at half-past eleven, conversation with Commander- 
Navy, Comuander-in-Chiof Luftwaffe; 1300, situation conference with 
PrP Tnetin wo : $ 
closing with a further conversation between the Command 
2 Con 


Navy, and the Commander-in-Chief, Luftwaffe; then at 1900 the Com 


Navy loft. After that Ad dmiral Meisel had a conve 


t Wt 


f* 4 


of the Foreign Office. Then a conversation with | Jodl; en.cvening confe- 
rence with the Fuchrer, and then a midnight conference with Himmler, On the next 
day a situation conference with the Fuehrer; then a conversation with the Chie 
of the Gencral Staff of the àir Force, and then he left, 


Now, is that a fair sample of what went on whenever admiral Docnitz 


that he had conversations, verious conferences with other officials? 
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A That is a typical example of a visit of the Grand Admiral at the 
quarters, and he participated in situation conferences with tho Fuehrer, and on 
top of this he had military conversations with the Commender-in-Chief of the 
Luftwaffe. 

Q And that shows, doesn't it, the whole business of government being 
carried on at the Fuehrer's Headquarters? 

A No, not at all, I have already said the Grand Admiral solely and alone 
participoted at the military situation conferences with the Fuchrer and beyond 
that ono or two discussions with the Comuonder-in-Chief of the 
had a conversation with hin as well. 

Q And with General Jodl or General Keitel, somebody from the Forcign 
Office, and so on? 

The Grand Admiral had no discussions like that at all. On the 28th of 
August at 1900 hours he returned as shown from the table, and further discussior. 
with the Chiefs of Staff of the SKL were had, 

But I was putting it to you that this 1 
Doenitz hadn't left, he would have had these other conversations 
Moiscl, isn't that right? 

No, not at all, the Chicf of Staff of the SKL had infrequently the 

ty to come to the headquarters, and according to the minutes he obvioue 

sly uscd his opportunity -- 


u 


Q I don't want to waste timo with it, I suggest to you that when Admiral 


` 


Doonitz went there he normally saw any other Ministers and converscd with thom 
on any business ^ffecting the N^vy. 


Grand Admiral di 


with those who were 


E 


want to ask you onc or two questions on the minutes with regard 


to the Geneva Convention -= that is C-156, CB-209, page 69 of tho unglish 


Prosecution Book, at page 102 of the ane Look 
Now, as y 
and & copy was marked to you, isn't that right? 


dz + | 4 he ^ 
Enecd tnese MmLAUCCS, VCS, 


Q Were they accurate 


They contained clue words about those things which had happened 
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headquarters, 


They were an accurate record, were they? 


Undoubtedly, I believed that the things had taken pl^co as 


Now, did you agree with Admiral Doenitz's advice that it wou 


to carry out the measures considered necessary without warning ond 


to save face with the outer worlc? Did you agree with that? 


A I said already yesterday and told clearly and unequivoer 


recorded 


sentence which was formulated by nic =- how I interpreted that, and I have 


nothing to add to that statement, In the sense in which I stated 


I agree with it, 


e 


And the step Hitler wanted to take was to put prisonors of 


bombed towns, wasn't it? wasn't that the breach of the Convention 
wanted to make? 
No, it was solely the renouncing of the complet 
grcement about prisoners of war, but cvoryth 
had been made at Geneva, 
Then what were the measures considered neces 
without warning? Just look at that scntence, 
A I do not understand, 
Q Look at the last sentence, "It would be better to corry o 


considered necessary." What were these measures? 


diving then and the advice which you deseribed as the rather ron: 


a young expert on the document ebout sinkink without warning ot n 


vesterday 


? 


that 


ut 


Q Do you sce any difference between the advice which cnire) 


^" T 
U,onv.r 


ntic 


4 Y 
tne measures 


34 "^c 
A1dca 


4 sd eee 
Jg. Lew 


put it to you: ihat the navel Officer said --docunont C-191 --as to 


without warning: Don't give written permission; 
costs save face with the world. 
Do you see any difference? 


already testificd yesterday that the ciffurence is very 


—— 


groz 


Admiral Docnitz spoke against the renouncing of the Geneva Convention 


soic if measurus cf intinidation or countcr-measurcs aga 


on citics are to be taken, thon in any cvent the Geneva Convention 
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renounced., 


Q Now, I want to put to you a few questions about prisoncrs of wr. So 


for as nivel prisoners of war were concerned, they remainud in the custody of 


the Navy, didn't they? 
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A I am not informed about the organization of prisoner of war canps and 
its system, but in my recollection they were put into ateupcrary navy camp; 
then into further camps, about which I donct know as to whether they telonged 
to the navy or to the OKW, and to whom they were subcrdinate. 

Q You are locking at tha defense dccunents abut the Oaup Marlok-MerLok 
telling us how well they were treated. Haven't you seen then? 

A Noe 

Q Now, naval prisoners, when thay were captured by your forces, their 
capture was reported to the Naval War Staff, wasn't it? 

In the framework of the rep rt, yes, these captures were rep rtad. 


Now, do you remember the Commande Order of tna 18th of October, 19427 


Yes. 


Q You actually signed the order passing that Fuehrer Order on to the 


commanders, didn't you? 

A Yes. 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: My Lord, the doéument is C-179, and that was put 
in as United States Exhibit 5458. It is in tho bundle ~- 

THE PRESIDENT: What is tho nuiber? 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: | C-179. 

THE PRE'!IDZNT: Oh yes. 

COLCEEL PHILLI4ORE: And it is in that bundle that Sir David Maxwell 
Fyfe handed tc the Tribunal wLan crosseexanining the defendant. I think it is 
either the last or very near to the last dodument in the bundlo. 
BY OOLOZEL PHILLIMORE: 

Q Did you approve of that order? 

A I regretted that one had to come to these decrees and orders, but, 
under No. l, the reasons are givén so clearly that I nust realize anc must at 
that time have realized its justification. 

Q You knew what haning over to the SD meant, didn't y:u? You knew that 
meant shooting? 

A No, that could have meant any number of things. 

Q What do you think it meant? 

A It could have meant that thesa pecple were to be taken over for 


ecuntor-espi^nago; that they were to be kept prisoners among mre severe 


measures Or, perhaps, that they might be shot, 
un LA A 
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Q But you hadn't any doubt that it meant that they might be shoty 
had ycu? 

A Tho possibility that they might be shot is without doubt onhand and 
is clear. 

Q Yes, and did that cccùr to you when you signed the order sending 
it on to commanders? 

A I would like to refer’ you to No. 1 of this order, in which it said == 

Q Do you mind answering the question? Did it occur to y u that they 
might be shot when you signed the order sending it on to commanders? 

A Yes, yes; the possibility was there. 

DR. SIEMERS (Counsel for defendant Raeder): Mr. President, the 
witness was asked whether he approved of these orders, I donot believe that 
Colonel Philliiore can cut off the answer from the witness by saying that he 
may not refer to No. l of the order. I believe that this point l of the order 
is decisive for this witness. 

Mr. President, the witness, Aimiral Wagner - 

THE FRESIDENT: You have an opportunity of reexemining the 
witness, 

DR. SIEMIRS; Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Then, why do you interrupt? 

IR. SIEMERS: Because Colonel Phillimore has interrupted the answer 
on the part of the witness and I believe in cross-oxamination the answer of 
the witness should be heard, 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, tha Tribunal does not agree with youe 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: My Lord, I understood him to have already made 
the same point that the defendant made once. I only interrupted him when he 
scught to make it again. 

BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 

Q I put my question once again. When you signed the orcer sending “his 
éccument on to lower commanders, did it cceur t. you then that theses men 
would probably be shot? 

A The possibility that these people who were turned ovor to tke Securit, 


Service might be shot was clear to mo. 
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Q Was it also -- 

A TI haven't finished yet. But only those people were to be given over 
to the Security Service wh: had not been captured by the Wehrmacht, Commando 
Division. 

Q Did it also occur to you thet they would be shot without trial? 

& Yes, that one may conclude from ths order itself. 

Q And what do you məan by saying tha: it only referred to those not 
captured by the Wehrmacht? Would you look et paragraph 3. 


"From now on ali enemies on so-cellod @ommando missions in Europe 


or Africa, challenged by Gorman troops, evan ii they are to all appearances 


soldiers in uniform or demolition troops, whcther armed or unarmed, in battle 
or in flight, are to be slaughtered to the lpt wan, It àces not mako any 
difference whether they are landed from shiv -nå airplanes for their actions 
or whether they are dropped by parachute; ov. thass individuals when fired 
should apparently be prepared to give themssiwe. up, No pardon is to be granted 
them on principle., In each individual case fcll information is to be sent to 
the OKW for publication in the report of the m litery forces." 
Are you Saying it didn't refer to men cep ured by tho military forces? 
Yos, I am maintaining that statement. Ihe entire paragraph does not 
the men who were captured by the Wehrrir4;, by the armed forces, are 


to be turned over to the SD, to the Security Ser:fic2, and that was the question, 
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G | Now, road on in the last paragraph. 


"If individual members of such commandos, such as agents, saboteurs, 
etc.e, fall into thehands of the military forces by some other means, through 
the police in occupied territories for instanee, they are to be handed over 
immediately to the SD." 

4 Yes. It is expressly stated hero that only those people are to be 
turned over to the SD who are not Captured by the Wehrmacht, but through the 
police, and the Wehrmacht might not have any jurisdiction on this. 

Q Indeed it's not. That Capture by the. police is given as one possible 


instance. But you know, you know in practice, don't you, that there were 


several instances where commandos were Captured by the navy and handed over to 
tha SD under this order; don't you know that? 


A Noe 
Q Well, let me just remind you. Weuld you look at the document 512-PS. 
That's also in that bundle, My lord, as United States Exhibit 546, 
It's the second document, 
According to the last sentenee of the Fuchrer Order of the l6th of 
October, "individual saboteurs can bo sparec for the time being in order to keep 
then for interrogation. The importance of this measure was proved in tho cases 
of -- 


Havoyou got it? 


No, I'm sorry, I haven't found the place as yet. 


The second document in the bundle, 512-Ps, 

Ne, I can't find that plece, 

You got it now? 

No, the text which you are quoting, Mr, Colonel, I haven't found that 

haven't found the text you're quc ting, 

May I please ask you to repeat this passage? 

You got it? 

Yes, I have the place, 

You just read the first sentence which I've read, and then € on to the 

Sentence, 

"The importance of this measure was proven in the cases of Glonfj^rd, 

tw^-men torpado Drontheim, and Glider Plane Stavanga, where interrogations 


resulted in valuable knowledge of enemy intentions," 


And then it goes on to antther case, the case of Gerond. 
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Do you say that you don't remember the two-man torpedo attack on the 
Tirpitz in Drontheim Fjord? 

A Wo, Now I'm not asserting that I do not remember. I do remembor it. 

Q Yos. Didn't you sea in the Wehrmacht communique after that attack 
what had happened to the man who was captured? 

& At this moment I can't racall. 

Q< Let me just remind you. One man was captured, Robert Paul Evans, 
just as he was getting across the Swedish border, and he was -- that action 
tcok place in Octcber, 1942 -= he was executed in January, 1943, on the 19th 
of January, 1943. 

My Lord, the reference to that might be convenient as the document 
UK-57 which was put in as G3-64. 

THE PRESIDENT: . UK-571 

COLONEL PHILLIMORS: UK-57, My Lord. 
BY COLONEL PEILLIMORE: 

Q (Continuing) Do you say that you don't remember seeing any report 
cf his capture or cf his shcoting or of his interrogati on? 

A No, I de believe I remeuber that but -- 

Q You now tell us you do remember. Just toll us what you rene 
Do you rene:ber sesing his capture reported? 

4 That I donot remember exactly; but I do remember that there was 
a report to the effect that such a man, a considerablo time after the attack 
on Tirpitz, hac been captured, to my knowledge, but this did not take place 


through the navy. 


i 
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Q Would you look at the document D-86l, a sworn statement, 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: My Lord, through some error I am afraid I haven't 
got it here. May I just put the facts, and if necessary put the document 
if I can produce it in time, 

BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 


Q I suggest to you that “obert Paul Evans, after his capture, 


was personally interrogated by the Commander-in-Chief Navy of tne Norweg- 


ian North Coast. Do you say you know nothing of that? 

THE PRESIDENT: Can't you hear? 

THE WITNESS: No, I didn't hear a thing. There was a disturbance on 
my earphones. 

BY COLONEL PHILLIMOS 

Q I will put it again. Do you say that you are not aware that 
Robert Paul Evans was personally interrogated after his capture by the 
Admiral, Norwegian North Coast? 

A Yes, I do maintain that I do not remember it. 

Q You see, this was the first two-man torpedo attack by the 
British Navy against German Naval forces, wasn't it? That is so, isn't 
it? 

That. is possible, yes. 
No, but you must know that, don't you? You were Chief of Staff 
at t'e time. 
.t was the first time. 
say that the resvlts of that important interrogation 
were not reported to you in the Naval War Staff? 

A That was certainly reported, but I cannot remember that the 
Commanding Admiral in Norway did actually carry through this interrogation. 

Q Dia you see a report by that Admiral? 

A I do not remember where this report emanated from. 

Q Was it clear to you that that report was based on interrogation? 

A I believe yes. 

Q And you say you didn't know that this man Evans, some two 


months after his capture, was taken out and s. òt under the Fuehrer order? 
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A Yes, i am asserting that I do not remember that. 

Q I will put you anothe instance. Do you remember the Bord- 
eaux: incident in December 1942? 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: That is 526-PS, My Lord. that is also in the 
bundle, Ir was originally put in as United States Exhibit 502. 
BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 

Q I'm sorry; ib is the Toft Fjord incident I am putting to 
you, hó2-PS. Do you remember this incident in Toft Fjord in March 1943? 

A I do remember that about this time a hostile ship was found 
in that fhord, yes. 

Q Yes. And did you not see in the Wehrmacht Comminique "Fuehrer 
Order executed"? 

A If it said so inthe curmacht report, then I most certainly 
must have read it. 

Q Have you any doubt that you knew that the men captured in 
that attack were shot, and that ycu knew it at the time? 

A Obviously he seems to have been shot while he was being 
captured. 

Q If you will look at the document: 

"An enemy cutter was sighted. Cutter was blown up by the enemy. 
Crew, two dead men, ten prisoncrs," 

Then look downs 

"Fuehrer Order executed by $7," 

That means those ten men were shot, doesn't it? 

A Just a moment please, It mustmean that, 

Q Yes. Now, I just put to you the document that I referred to 
on the Trondheim episode, D-864. This is an affidavit by a man who 
was in charge of the SD at Bergen and later at Trobdheim, and it is the 
Second paragraphs 

"I received the order to t: sfer Evans from Trondheim Missionshotel 
to the BDS, Oslo. This order I received by telegram or telephone from 
the Befehlshaoer der Sicherheitspolizei and the Sd, Oslo. I cannot tell 


who signed the telegram or the telephone call fro m Oslo. I cannot say 


eOGneao 
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for certain to whom I passed the ler, but I think it was to Hauptsturm- 


fuehrer Hollack. I know that the ‘ommander in Chief Navy of the 
Norwegian Northern Goast had interrogated Evans himself." 


And then he goes on to deal ..th Evans! clothing, 
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I put it to you once: sain: Do you say that you did nct 
know from the Aduircl Northern Coast himself that he had 
interrogated this man? 

A Yos, I an assorting that. 

Q Well, I will taks you to one more incident which you 
knew about, as is shown by your own war di^ry. 

Would you look at the docunont D-658. 

DOLO/^ZL FHILLIMORZ: ky Lord, this document was put inas 
GB-229, 

BY COLONZL FHILLILBNORZ: 


Q Now, that is an 3xtract fron tho SKL War Diar 


I have to look ct this first, 

Q You said yostor:^; int it was from the War Diary of 
tho Naval commander West 'ruance, but I think that was a nistak 
wasn't it? 

Á I did not give any statement as to the origin of thc 
War Diary yesterday e 

Q Just read the first sentence. I think it shows 
clearly it was tho SKL War Diary. 

"9 Docaibor 1942, Tne Naval Commander, "est Franco, 
roports..." and then it sets out the ind eat. Then, the 
third sentence, "Tho Naval Commander, West France, has ordere 
that both soldiers bo shcs inmediatoly for attonpted sabotage 
if their intcrrogotion which has been begun, confirms what he: 
so for been discovered; their excoution has, however, bean 
postponed in order to obtain more information. 

“According to a Wehrmacht roport? -- I think that is a 
nistranslation -- “Accor g to the Wehrmacht communique, 
both soldiers have neanwriie been shot, The neasure would t 
ia Accordance with tho Fuehrer's special order, but is 
nevertheless something new in intornaticnal iaw, since the 


soldiers wore in uniforie*® "n 
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That is fron tho XL War Diary, isn't it? 

Pt a. of the opinion that we are not concerned with 
tho War Diary of tho SCL. 

Q Well, I will got the original here and clear th 
matter up lator, but I suggest to you that this is the KL 
Var Diary, which at tho tine -- 

Å (Interposing): I cannot rocomize the assorticn 
unless I havo tho original, 

Q nd I suggest to you that you, who were Chiof of 
Staff Operatioas at tho tino, must have been fully aware of 
that incident. Do you deny that? 

A I dony it and 1A int ai ha o not remenbcr this 
matter. 

Q, You say thet a matter of that: would not bo 
reported to you? 

A I have since kucwn that the order to shoot these 
people wis transferred from the SD and received fron tho 
Headquarters 

Q, Nov {nally pi o you the incident cf the 
capture Gf seven seamen, six of the Norwegian Navy and one of 
the Royal Navy, at Ulvon, near Bergen in July 1943, That is 
Docunent D-649 in the Prosecution Docunent Book, GB-208. 

an t? Do you renenber tho 
Seven men by Admiral von Schrader with his two 
task forces? 

A I saw this paper while I was interrogted, and that i. 
how I hapnon to ronemmbcre 

Q But do you ronenber the incident? 

A Now from my own personal oxporionoo, 

9 You were still Chief 

THE PRESIDETT; Which ji 

COLONEL FHILLIZORZ: My Lord, it is pago 67 cf the Enel ish 
Gocument book, page 100 in the Gernan. 
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BY COLONEL PHILLINORZ: 

Q Do you say that as Chief of Staff Operations you 
don't renember any of those ino&@cnts? 

A I do assort and maintain what I have already said 
about this. 

Q Didn't your commanders report when they captured an 
eneny commando? 

á I must assunc that thoso things were reported on. 

Q Are you merely suggesting that you have forgotten all 
about these incidents now? 

A In all of ny testimony I always strictly adhere to 
that which I personally ranember. 

Q Do you know what happened to these nen? You know 
they were captured in uniform, don't you? There was a naval 
officer with gold braid cram his am. That is a badge you 


use in the 
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German Navy, isn't it? 
I have already said that I do not recall this matter. 


-se 


fell, let me just tell you and remind you. After interrogation by 


naval officers and officers of the SD, both of whom recommended prisoner of war 


treatment, these men were handed over by the Navy to tho SD for shooting. They 


were taken to a concentration comp, and at 4 o'clock in the morning they were 


led out one by one, blindfolded, fettered, not told they were going to be shot, 
and shot one by one on the rifle range. 
Don't you know tht? 
4. No, 
Didn't you know that is what handing over to the SD meant? 
I have already stated that the giving over to the SD might have 
brought with it severnl possibilitics. 
Qe Yo you know that then thcir bodies were sunk in the fjord with charges 
attached, and destroyed, as it says in the document, "in the usual way"? 
Paragraph 10 of tho affidavit. And their belongings in the concentration camp 
were burned. 
No, I know nothing about thate 
Very well. A ther points Do you remember that in March or April 
1945, at the very end of the war, this order, the Fuchror Order, was canceled 
by Keitel, 
COLONEL PEILLIMORE: That is paracraph 11 of the affidavit, My Lord. 
Do you remember thait? Just road it. 
Yes, I have heard of that. 
Yos. You thourht you wore losing the war by then, and you hnd better 
cancel the Commando Order, 't that the fact? 
iie I €o not know just what ronsons were riven by the OKT for rescinding 
this order, 
Q Isn't this right: You didn't worry about this order in 1942 when you 
thought you were winning tho wn > but whon you found you wero losing it, you 
began to worry about international law. Isn't that what happonod, 


Noe I would like to refer to N © e Commando Orcere It says 
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clearly and unequivocally that thoy hod orders that these commandos were made 
up of criminal elements of the occupied territorics, that they had orders to 
kill prisoners whom they found detrimental, that other commandos had orders 
to kill captives, and that orders to this effect had fallen into our hands. 

Qe Did you ever make any inquiries to soo whether that wis truc? 

å. It is absolutcly impossible for mo to investigate official notices 
which I receive from my superiorse 

4, You were Chicf of Staff Opcrations; you received every report on 
the commando raids, didn't you? 

^, In each case I was interrogated and I testificd, but I cannot remember 
the details. 

Qe hen you werc Chicf of Staff Operations, did you not receive a full 
report every time there was a British corm^ndo raid? 

ie I have already said that I believe thrt even such reports were made 


to the SEL in the course of routine conferences. 
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Q I sugzest you can answer that question perfectly straight if you 
wanted to. Here you were a senior staff officer, coumando raids, are you saying 
you didn't personally see and read a full Vagos of evety one? 

n I an not stating that. I answered each individual question, just wh: 
I renonbor about it. 

Q Do you say that taking these men out and shooting thom without a 
trial, without telling then they were going to be shot, without seeing a priest, 
do you say that --- 

A About the navy? 

Q Do you say that wasn! 

I do not wish to naintain ti at all. I do maintain and assert tha! 
these cases in which men were shot by tho navy, I most likely did receive know- 


asas, and I am of tho opinion that these people which were cap- 
3 à $ x t 


as saboteurs were not soldiers 


in shooting these cormandos on all 
fecily propor and justified? I thought 
Which is it? 
I would like to ansver caso individually. 


It is a very simple guestion to answer conorally and it takes loss 


ou say that men captured in uniform should Le taken out and shot with. 


Ken about whom I know, that tt have orders to carry out crimes, I 
cannot consider thom as sclciers and soldiors within international law, 
Q are you saying that this action was porfectly proper -- aro you? 
Yos; in toto, yos, 
Shoot holpless prisoners without trial, and bully noutrals who can 
complain? That is your policy, is it? 
Not at all. 
Q "hat crime did tovert Paul Evans comit, who attacked tho Tirpitz 
in à two-man tor ad? 
I am of the opinion and I am convinced that it was proved that he 


bolongo* to a sabotage group and that besides the recular navy attack on the shi 
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S 


othor aspects were present which marked him a 


Q You said just now that b 


Yos, I assume that. 


Q Will you 


A 
wees 


SD was murder, you and Admiral anc 


uncer guilty 


person 
d it on ap 


tho full responsibility for the 


COLONEL PHILLT: Your Lordship, I have no 
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THE PRESIDENT: Before Dr, Kranzbuchler goes on with his re-examination, I 
shall announce tho Tribunal's « ons with reference to the applications which 
jcontly in court. 
The first aplication on Di f of the defendant von Schirach was fo 
witness Hans Marsaleck to bo produce?! for eross-oxamnination; and that applicatio: 


is cranto4. 

The next mattor was an apylication on behalf of the defondant Hess for 5 
cunonts; and as to that, tho Tribunal orccrs that two of the docuncnts applied 
under hoads B and D in Dr. Snidl's application have already beon published in th 
Reichsesotzblatt, and on- 2f thon is already in evidenco. They will, thorefore, 
be admitted. 

Tribunal considers that tho docunents applied for under heads C and E o 
unsatisfactcry and havo no evidencial value; and sin 


it does not appear from Dr. Seidl's applicati and the matters referred to ther 
in that tho alleged copi aro copios of any dc documents, the application 
is denied in respect 


affidavit by Gauss covering his recoliccti of what was in the alleged 


of the ĉef Funk for an affidavit by a wit- 


Streicher is 
for a witnoss 

named Bicdemann is granted ki secondly ioi documents, i so granted. 

The app 
to Ur. Stuopa 

The application on behalf of tho dofonda ranted for an interro- 
gatory to a witness, 

The application on behalf of tho dofendant Goering with roferonco to two 

sonso that tho witness aro to be alerted. 

The application on behalf of the defendant Hess and Frank for official in- 

formation from tho Department of Var of the United States of america is denied. 


Phat Xs Hlb. 
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DR, KRANZBUEHLER: Admiral Wagner, I want to put another question to 
you regarding the Commando Order, 

Were the Navy Command Staff in any way participating in the carrying 
out of that order? 

À No, in no waye 

Q Did you in the Naval Command staff have the possibilities either 
before or when the order was drafted to investigate whether the basis on 
which it was put was correct? Those details, I mean which are used on 
pege 2 of the order? 

A No, such a possibility did not exist. 

Q The document of a man hes just been introduced in this court room, 
who had attacked the battleship Tirpitz with a two-man torpedo, This 
happened in October, 1942, Did you know that one year later, in the autumn 
of 1945 there was a renewed attack by means of a two-man torpedo on the 
battleship Tirpitz, and that the British sailors who were captured on that 
occasion were treated in accordance with the Geneva Convention by the Navy 
who had captured them? 

4 The second attack on the Tirpitz is known to me. The treatment 
afforded the prisoners is something I don't recolk ct, 

Q You had mentioned that possibly the Naval Command Staff had 
received reports regarding the statements made by crews participating in 
Commando actions, In connection with these reports, what exactly were the 
Naval Command Staff interested in, the question of .operations or questions 
relating to the fate of these people personally? 

4 Naturally we were interested in the tactical and operational 
problems so that we could collect experiences and draw our conclusions from 
them. 

Q Can you remember ayy concrete example where you might have seen gush’ 
a report? 

A Noe 


Q Just now a document is being showm to you which deals with the 


treatment given the Commando troop captured in the Fjord in Norway. It is 


Noe 526 PS, Have you still got that document t here? 
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Some document is still hore, It is quito possible, 

Please, will you have alook at that document? 

May I ask you to give me the number again? 

It's number is 526 PS, and on the 4th page of the Book which the 
Prosecution hos given me you will find the passage which I am referring to? 
Havo you got the document now? 

A No, not yete Did you gay 526? 
Q Yes, 526 PS. I am sending it up to you. 
No, I haven't got ite 
Q In the third paragraph you will find m indication that this party 
carrying one thousand kilograms of explosives, is that correct? 
Yes sire 
Q Did you understand my question? 


"ves" 3 


A I answered 
Q I om sorry, I didn't hear you, In the fifth paragraph you will 
find that the Commando party had sabotage directions agninst naval bases, 
troup accommodations and bridges, and that organization for further sabotage 
should be created, is that correct? 
Yos, 
Did theso have anything to do with the Navy? 


NO» 


Q Can you see any clue in the whole document regarding the fact 


that the “avy had anything to do with the composition of this party or its 


treatment later on? 

A No, this matter does not contain any such clue, 

Q You were asked this morning about the case of the Monte Garbea, an 
order of a court martinl against the Commander wes referred to and the Supreme 
Comuender of the Navy, Admiral Raeder, had at that time sent a wireloss 
message to the Commander, That message is in Document Doenitz 78, in Document 
Book 4, on page 230. I shall road that wireless message to you: 

"The Supreme Commender has personally and expressly renewed his article 
to ships. <All U-boat Cormanders must adhere Strictly to tho treatment 


regarding neutral ships, Any infringement of these orders would have 
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considerable political effect, Tho order is to be communicated to all 
Commanders immediately." 

Can you see in that order any limitation to Spanish ships? 

A Wo, because it isn't contained in it, 

Q I shall now hand you a document which was used yesterday, D-807, 
This deals with notes to the Norwegian Government regarding the sinking of 
several steamerse Please, will you tell me whether there are any indications 
at all in this document showing that the letters drafted in the Supreme 
Command of the Navy were in fact sent, or whether they were merely drafts 
of letters, of which you cannot ascertain whether in fact they were ever sent 

A Since there are no initials or signatures on both of thoso lettors, 
these may be drafts, Proof that they were actually sent is not at any rate 
contained in this letter, 

THE PRESIDENT: Can you give us the page number? 

DR, KRANZBUEHLER: It was submitted yesterday, Mr. President, It isn't 
in any document book, 

THE PRESIDENT: 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: I now reed to you the first sentence from yet 
another document v was put to you yesterday, Its number is D-846. It 
deals with a conference between sho German Ambassador to Denmark and the 
King, on the 26 Decomber, 1939. I shall read the first sentenco to yous 

"Sinking of British and Finnish Ships by our submarines have caused 
considerable concern here because of the Danish food transport to Great 
Britain," 

Does this report give my indication to the effect that these were 
sinkings without warning, or were these sinkings in accordance with the 


apprised ordinance, that is to say, if they were Stopped and searched? 


The sentence which you have just read does not show any such 


indication, doesn't show in which area these ships were sunk. às far as I 


95 7h 
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remember the document from yesterday, the whole document does not contain 
anything regarding the type of Sinkings,so that it must be assumed as a matter 
of course that the Ships were sunk in accordance with the apprised ordinance, 


Q You were asked yesterday whether you knew the German note of 


24 November 1945, I think, and whether you considered it a fair warning for 


the ondangerod sea areas, ond you answered the question in the affirmative, 
isn't that right? 


A Yes, 
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Qe ànd then you were asked whether the neutrals were being deceived by 
us and you answered that question by saying no. This answer of yours, this no, 
did that apply to the previous question regarding the warning applying to 
certain areas of the sen, or did it refer to all those political measures used 
by the German Government against neutral states so as to deceive them about our 
own political intentions? 

4. The answer, because of the entire context of the questioning, applied 
to the previous questions which had been asked about the timely worninc of 
neutrals and particularly warnings against our measures which we 
the sonse 

Qe i want to clarify this point very accurately. Yo you have any doubt 
whatever that the protoxt of mines in the operational zones around 
Const was not only scrving the purpose of serving the enemy defense but that it 
was also serving political purposes so that Enrland tried to deceive the 
neutrals about the means we wore applying? 

I emphatically confirm this double purpose. 


Uo you heve any doubt whatever that the German Government denied before 


neutral zovernments that certain ships had been subk by submarincs, although 


they had in fact been sunk br submarines? 

Or rather, noe I have no doubt that such measures were adopted. 
In the form of a denenti in the general political type of measure which would 
be employed according to its suitability. 

Yesterday you admitted the possibility that Admiral Doenitz as the 
hief of Submarines may have heard from the Naval Command Staff on the matter 
litical measures that were being dealt with whidh had been caused by 
submarines. After you have carofully examined your own recollection, can you 
nomo a single case where he has in fact reccived such information from the 

Naval Command Staff regarding the political measures adopted? 
such case I on 
DR, KRANZBUEHLER: 


I have no further questionse 


DR. WALTER SIEMERSs Dre Sioncrs, for Grand Admiral Racdere 


9576 





PRET AL LLL 
H0131 


- 0031 


BY DR. SIEMERS: 


Qé Admiral, you have talked about the purpose for this commando order as 


ar as the Naval Command Staff is concerned and you clarified it by drawing to 
attontion Hitler's clear statements; Hitler who had said that he had orders at 
his disposal according to which prisoners were to be killode These were enemy 
ordcrse In connection with this commando order Colonel Phillimore in great 
Geotail doalt with the case of tho British sailor Evans. In my opinion that ca 
has not up to now been clarifiede Coloncl Phillimore was talking about tho 
murder of a soldier. I think that in spite of the excellence of tho documents, 
thc Prosocution are making mistakes about the facts and about tho local situatio 


and I am asking you therefore once more to look at “ocument D-864, 


THE WITNESS: I have no more documents here. 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 
is an affidavit from Gerhard Flesch. The Prosecution 
sentence to you saying thet the commanding Admiral on the Norther Coast of 
Norway had interrogated Evans personally. Admiral Wagner, does that sentence 


show that Evans was a prisonor of the Navy? 


That was the i After you have read the Flesch affida 
please, will you clarify that? 
4. According to the second paragraph of that affidavit, Evans must bo in 
the hands of the SD. 
Qe That is richt, 
DR. SIEMERS: And 
the berinning of the affid Flesch is stating that he is the Commander of the 
Security Police. The S Police had captured Evans and "vane was a 
prisonor of the SD. 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 
Is it correct, therefore, that the British sailor Evans was merely 
brought before the Admiral in Norway for the sole purpose of being interrogated? 


Ae No doubt that is the case. 
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;, 4nd the only reason why the admiral was interested in thet intcrrogatio: 
wns because this wis an cttack on the Tirpitz; ho was thercfore interested in 
horing the facts regaraing how this attempt was made, Is that correct? Do I 
see that right? 

Yo8, 
Q May I ple^se ask:you to look at D. 864, this affidavit, and look «t the 
following paragraph., There it says regarding ivans! clothes, and I quote: 

"It is not known to mo that Evans wore a uniform, As for as I can remember, 
he was wearing blue ovor-2115,' 

Does this mean that Evans was not recognizable as 
fell, apparently not so, nc. 


Please, will you pass on to the document X submited by Colonel Phillimc. 


the number of wie is U.Z. 57. 


SIRS: Mr. President, I have tho X G.B. Number 164, before m 


runtiy it is in the original document book but I think it has been newly 
submitted today. 


tm 


i Tx q +} mm hen? 
DENT: het is the number? 


Tt, ry 
2 copy s 


BCe just got the question; 


possib a LS decunicnt was 


she Naval Comaand Steff? Does 
ment ow tha was Sent to the Naval Command Staff? 
cQ, apparently 


M E» + i" f ° |] 
nove sont to thc Newal Conmenóo Staff 


So.if I understand it corroctly then, this is tho dccuuont of 


Tirpitz," ond the first 


Ker AnI 
Dy U2.0nod. 


"Three Englishmen and twc Norwegians were captured on the Swedish frontiur," 


Can you assunse on the strength of that that they wore apprehended by the 


police? 
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ií Not the armed force, Presumably that, but it isn't curtain, They were 


certainly not apprehended by the Navy but probably by the police who were look- 
ing after the fronticr, so far as I know. 

Q Don't you think, admiral, it is certain, not only probeble, if you think 
back, that the Commander of the Security Police brought vans from the frontier 
to Oslo? 

i If you compare the two, then it seems, in my opinion, to be certain, 
yes. And I don't think there is any doubt of it, cither, 

Q Please, will you then look at the following sentence, 

DR. SIZURS: Mr. President, thet is under Figure 2 and it is the last 
sentence in the first paragraph, 

BY DR. SIEULERS: 

Q I quotc; "It was only possible to arrest the British sailor “vans who 

wes in civilian clothes. The others escaped into Sweden," 


Can't we assume with cortainty thot Evans was not recognizable as a soldior' 


a 


m 


Then, please, will you look at the following sentenco, '"itness. Thure 


"uvans had a pistol holster as it is used in carrying weapons under the 
J o I 


Shoulder, and he had a knuckle duster," 
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SIR DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: My lord, there is nothing about civilian 
clothes in the English copy. I don't want fo make a bad point, but it is not 
in my copy. 
THE PRESIDENT: I am afraid I haven't got the document before me. 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL-FY:E: My Lord, the English copy that I have 
simply says, "However, only the British seaman, Robert Paul Evans, born 14 
January 1922, at London, could be arrested. The cthers escaped into Sweden." 


My Lord, it canbe checked afterwards. 


THE PRESIDENT: What is the exact reference to the document? 

SIR DAVID MaXWELL—FYFE: My Lorc, that was doéument UK-57, and it is 
a report of the OKW, Office fcr Auslands Abwehr, of tno 4th of January, 1944. 

TEE PRESIDENT: Did Colonel Phillinore put it in this morning? 

SIR DAVID MAXWEZLI-FY:E: I put it in, My lerd, certainly, in crosa 
examining the defendant Keitel. It has besn in before, My Lord, 

THE IDENT, I sə; it has already besn put in with thislct. 

DR. Sina Ss: I should be most grateful to tho Tribunal if themistake 
cculé be rectified in the English translation. The German photostatic cory of 


the originai is available, and I presune that its wording must be the correct 


STIEMERGS: 
Q Witness, we wore just talking eb.ut the sentence, and I Quote, 
"Evans was in possession of revolver holster as issued for wearing arms under 
the sheulder, anc he hud a knuckle-custer," 
What Coes this showin connection with the fect thet he was wearing 
civilian clotnes? 
å [t shows -— 

IR. Si2HERS: Sir Devi hes just asked me to read the next sentence 
too: "Acts of force against international law could nct be proved against him. 
Evans made detailed statements regarding the action anc, on the 19th of January, 
1943, in accorcance with the Fushrer order, he was shot." ! 

BY IR. SIZMERS: 
Q What does this show to you, considering the fact that Evans was 
wearing civilian clothes? kes it show thet he did not act as a scldier wuld 


act and should act in enemy territory? 
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TEE PRESIDENT: Just a moment. The Tribunal consióors that that is a 
question of law which the Tribunal has got to decide, and mt a question for the 


witnesse 


IR. SIEM:RS: Very well, in that case I shall forego having it 


answered. 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q May I ask you to look at the following page of the document? That is a 
similar case, and I want ycu to look at ite 

You have already clarified the case which happened at Bordeaux, by saying 
that the Naval Command Staff were not infcrmed about it. I now draw ycur 
attention to the sentence which you will find at the bottom of page 3, and I 
quoto: 

"Aftor the explosives were used, the boats were sunk and the men tried to 
escape into Spain, with the help of tha French civilian population," 

The men concerned there too —— did they not act differently from the way 
soldisars should? 

A Thet, in accordance with this document, is perfectly clear. 

Q And now, one last question. 

At the end of his cross-oxamination Colonel Phillimore asked you whether 
Grand Admiral Raeder and Grand Admiral Doenitz were considered by ycu to bo 
guilty in this case, es he calied it, of mrcer. Now that we have clarifiod 


the cases further, I shculd like you to answer the question again. 


MUON 
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A I consider that neither of the two Grand Admirals are in any 

way guilty. 

DR. SIEMERS: I have no further questions. 

DR, LATERNSER: I have a few questions concerning the Commando 
Order. 
BY DR. LATERNSER: 

Q Admiral, during cross-exe ination you explained your views re- 
garding this Commando Order, I wanted to ask you concerning your views 
regarding this Commando Order, Did you base your attitude on the assumpt- 
ion that as far as the international justification of the order was con- 
cerned--that is, whether or not it was investigated by the department 
concerned? 

A Yes, and I assumed that tne justification for the order was 


investigated by the superior department, 


Q Furthermore, during cross-examination you had stated what your 


conceptions were regarding the handing over of a man to the SDe I wanted 
to ask you, did you have that conce; tion at that time, or is this some- 
thing which has only now arisen, now, when you have a certain amount of 
material at your disposal? 

A- There is no doubt that after having seen a great deal of 
material, that conception of mine was considerably influenced. 

Q Did you have the certain conception at that time that the hand- 
ing over of a man to the SD meant certain death? 

A No, I certainly did not have that conception at the time. 

Q Now a few questions regarding the equipment of the commando 
troops. 

Don't you know that in the caso of some of the members of these troops, 
when the case was investigated, it vas found that they had automatic arms 
and that, in particular, they were carrying pistols in such a manner that 
if the man would raise his arms in the event of capture, why that move- 
ment would automatically fire a shot, which would then hit the man who 
was standing opposite the man who was raising his hands? Do you know 


anything about that? 





ii cy HMAC 
H0131 


-0037 
Yes, I have heard about it. 


At the moment I can't remember that I have. 


A 
Q Didn't you see some picti ves? 
A 
Q 


Did Germany also organic» sabotage actions in enemy countries? 

THE PRESIDENT: What has that got to do with it, Dr, Laternser? 

DR, LATERNSER: I wanted to ascertain by this question whether the 
witness had knowledge of our own Sabotage actions, and then I wanted to 
ask him whether he had seen reports about the treatment of our own sabot- 
age troops, 

THE PRESIDENT: That is the very thing which we have already 
ruled cannot be put. 

You aren't suggesting that these actions were taken by way of 
reprisal for the way in which German sabotage units were treated? We 
are not trying whether any other powers have committed breaches of 
international law, or crimes against humanity, or war crimes; we are 
trying whether these defendants havz. 

The Tribunal has ruled that such questions cannot be put, 

DR, LATERNSER: Mr. President, I don't know which answer the 
witness is going to give, and since I don't know it--- 

THE PRESIDENT: We wanted to know why you were putting the 
Question, You said you were putting the question in order to ascertain 
whether German sabotage units had been treated in a way which was con- 
trary to international law, or words to that effect. That is a matter 
which is irrelevant. 

DR. LATERNSER: But Mr. President, it would show, at least, that 


the international law poin of viev 
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applicable to such commando troops mar have been in doubt, and that would have 
had a certain influence on the logisletion being rcforrod t» and employed. 


PRESIDENT: The Tribunal rules that the question is inadnissible,. 


BY Dk. LATEQNSERH: 


Q Witness, you have stated, during your cross-oxanination, that until 
19hl you were tho chief of the oporations dopartnont of the Naval Cormand Staff, 
Can you toll no anything regarding v ior thoro wercn't considerable German nas 

al forces in tho Black Sea, or whothor thoro were transport ships 

There were vory few transports and naval ships in the Black 

What were thoy needed for rn.stly? 

"or our own replacerients and their safoty. 

arise out of tho cross-oxonination? 

re-examining now, and you are -nly ontii l to ask questions which aris- out 
the erossS-oxanination. There have been no questions put with reference t. tho 
Black Soa, 


DR T, TRON 
idak o 


Hl LUNO Bit i. Presidant, à ta o exanination I have discovered tha 


rnation rorarding the nossi ity < very Severe and sorious accusation 
y tho British prosceution, ar! that is tho ation that 11,000 peopl 
on transferred to German ships, and that at Sol opol those ships had gon 
. were blown up, whereby tho prisoners of war in tho ships were drowned, 

ic extent this witness could clari this question for mo, 


cee 


THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Latornsor, yc: know directly this witness began his ovi 


dence, what his p sition was, and you, therefore, could have cross-examined him 
yourself at tho proper timo. You are now ro=cxamining, and because wo cannot hav 


tho time of tho i, you aro only entitled to ask him questions which 


arise out of the cruss-oxamination. Tr tho opinion unal, this quostic;: 


does not ariso out of tho cross-oxanination, 
Cu 


Die LL.TZzNNSER: Lir, fresident, 75.5aSo, would you, as an oxcoption pormit mo: 


THE PRESIDENT: No, Dr. Laternser, the Tribunal has given you great latitud 


and we cannot continue to 


The Tribunal will now adjourn. 


(A rocoss was takon until 1400 hours, 
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ses in Norwey : which demands he mig naking in thet connection. 


> 
fore you informec in which manner those basées in Norway should be secure 


4.1 Pus A abes 
vigo Gorman Nov: 


an extract from a Naval ‘lar Disry of the 


wel 


ew ! rur I P m r ^ E + h ^ tan 
Naval Command staf hi rizin^t om the same period, 


FANZBUGHLER i t ng of the extract, ir. Presidont, which is 


41, 


between the question and 


answer 


rod under number 1 (c), 





iN 


$ ‘ . : ae S 
There it says the places in question are Tronthoim and Narvike 
Yos, that is right, 

Question Noe 2 is: "Can bases be gained by military force against 


if it is impossible to carry this out without fighting?" Was 


put to you? 


Q Can you tell me whether tho reply was in the letter from tho Flag 
es? 
No, that question was not answered, 
Q The third question i "What are the possibilities of defense after 
the occupation?" 
No, that question 1 
Is it replicd to 
mder S@D the necessity to l defenss moasures is roferred to, 
connected with the fourth question which will bo put to 
be developed comple 


bh ay ` yri nes nana ee 
Choy y tad 3 UU Ac OI 


question put to you? 


and III, what do they mean? 
the question whethor these ports should be extended or whether 
used as Supply points 
i, Answer the question regarcing what measures would be necessary to 
d these 
Please will you rond the last sentence of the document? There it 
"Establishment of the possibility of supplying fuel in Narvik as an 
rnative," Isn't that the wer to the question whether a supply 
enough? | 


3 


Yos; I had ovorlooked that 


summarize, therefore, suying that the first and fourth 
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question had been put to you and that you had answered them, whereas 


question 2 and 5 wore not put nor ausworod? 


War Diary of the Naval Command Staff there is a romark which 
ays: "Flag Officer Submarines considers such ports suitable fbr tomporary 
harbors and for supplying purposes and ansiders them vary valuable for 
Atlantic submarines," Is tho mooning of that romark that Admiral Doonitz 
had dealt with this question before your visit to Berlin or what is the 


cause for that ronark? 


Thet was my own opinion which I had stated in my capacity as Chief 


of the Operations Department. 


Q Were considerations regarding mses app earing for tho first time 
just thon and did they come to you for t 
A Noe Wo had dealt with tho quos n of whether, in Iceland, for 


on improvement of the supply p r U-boats might be brought 


Q Were these considerations in eny way connected with the question 


whether one ought to sta war against the country concerned? 


TT 


lide 


1 


I shall now show you the document GB-91, Th appears on page 18 
of the Document Book of the proscoutione It is tho operatians order of the 
Flag Officer of Uesboats dat tho $01 f March, 1940, and it deals with the 
action against Norway. Is that true, that this is your operations order? 
À Yes, 


the beginning of the action did that order 


^ 


come out? 
A Approximately ten days. 
Q You can under Roman I Volume 4, there is a sentenco which Says; 


haval forces, when going into harbor and until the landing of troops, 


bably meet tho British fleet off Norway," That is, Ronan II,.isn!'t-it =: 
» ods owe : : 

PAUP nay n » sy , 1 sht è : 1 

your pardon, "They will fly tho British flag until the troops havo 


unded except presum&bly at Narvik," Are we here concerned with an order 


Qoo: aa x we 
+licer for U-boats to the vessels under his command? 


Fl ar 
ag 
Noe Inat paragraph apnears under the heading about our 

combat forces, 


4nd what is the monning of this statement? 


D E Eds eux M v s 1 3 1 
It menns that submarines had boen informed that under 





eas TT 


certain circumstances our cwn ships might be flying other flags. 
Q And for what purpose was this necessary? 
It was necessary so as to prevent any muddle if at all possible, 


Was the question of such mistakes referred to elsewhere in that 


Yes, 

Whore? 

Under figure Roman IV, V. 

Please, will you read it? 

There it says: "Beware of mistaking our own and enemy forces." 

Only that ssntence. Did the submarines receive in this order the 
task to attack Norwegian forces? 


A Noe 


Q Will you please show, by means of this orcer, what has been said 
about that? 

A Under Roman IV, 4-2, it states: "Only attack enemy transports 
and forces." 

Q What were onemics? 

A British, French and Russian -- no, I beg your pardon, not that. 
It als: says: "No attack on Norwegien and Danish forces without order 
unless they attack our own forces," 

Q Please, will you comare the Figure © under Roman VI? 

à Under R man VI-C, it says: "Steamers may be attacked only when 
they have been ascertained in®isputably as enemy and as troop transport." 

Q Dic the Flag Officer Submarines receive informaticn regarding the 
way political incicents were to be dealt with, or incidents which night 
have been caused by submarines? 

A Yabe 

Q In what wey? 

A It had been ordered that in the case cf incidents submarines wore 
to make an imediate wireless report and that that report was later on to be 
supplemented, 

Qq I don't think you quite understood my question. I asksd you, did 


the Flag Officer Submarines receive informaticn as to how an incident caused 


by a submarine would later on be settled before a neutral government? 
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A No, Generally speaking, noe 


Q Can yu remember any individual case where he was informed? 


A I remember the case of the Spanish steamer "Monte Garboa". Later on 
I understood that Spain had been granted replacements and refunds for the 
damage they had suffered. I can't remember nowwhether that was official 
information or whether I just happenec to have eard ite 

Q I should now like to discuss the dates of certain orders with you 
which I have already presented to the Tribunal. I shall show you the Standing 
Orcer 171. This is on page 159 in Yol. 3 of the document book. What is the 
data of crigin of that order? 

A I shall have to look at it first, 


Q Please do. 





i 


14 Moyei-GES-14-1 


Qe Please do, 
That order must have originated in the winter of 1989-1940, 
Probably 1939. 
Ww. How do you come to that conclusion? 
I come to that conclusion because wder 4-A there is a remark regardin;: 
equipment for water bogs which was later on rerarded as a rencral matter of 


facte I also gather it from something which is mentioned under 5=B roga 
the transfer of masks and lamps, somothing which was stated for tho fi 
just thene 


Can you tell us more exactly which month in 1929 this micht have bee 
J > 


m 
| 


I assume that i appened in November. 


I now submit to you another order, Standing Yar Order 1224. It appears 


226 in the fourth volume of my document book. Up to now cell we know is 


order appeared before Moy, 1940. Can you tell us more exactly when 
appeared? 
e “he order must have been issued roughly at the samo time as the first, 


that is to say, roughly November, 1989, 


*, Thank you very muche N in prac 2 WAS > conduct of the submarine 


warfare by the Supreme Commander of Submarines carried out? Will you explain 


that to us? 


Ae ^ . . . L 
ie All orders which were based on the questions of international law or 


m 


some such other problems came from the Naval Command Staff. ‘tho Naval Command 
reserved to themselves ight in really important large- 
decisions such as, for instance, distribution of submarines in the Atlanti 
the Mediterranean Thontre, and other Theatres. Within these various 
Theatres the Commandant of Submarines hod, generally speaking, complete freedom 


regarding the use and employment of his boatse 


r 


‘ere the principal orders for submarines given in wirting or verbally? 
In writinge 
Veren't there also verh^l orders? 

4e The verbal, oral ond personal command by the flag officer of submarines 
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played a certain special parte It extended to personal influence brought to 
bear on commanders, as well as oxplanation of such matters as were contained 
in written ordors. 
On what occasions did that personal influencing take place? 
In particular when reports were being mde by the Commandeors after 
each action they had been ine I think there were only a few commanders who did 
not report in person to the flag officer after they had been in action, and 
they reported in great detail, 
We Jas it accordingly possible thot written orders might have been 
altered and in fact reversed orally? 
^. Moy>e that possibility did exist, but it didn't happene 
le During their personal reports was it possible that commanders mi-ht 


have stated an opinion different from that told then by the Supreme Commander? 
Perfectly. In fact the flag officer aid expressly demand the 

personal opinion from his commanders in cach case so that he could maintain 
immediate personal contact with the commanders and’ so thzt he was in close 
contact with the experience had in action, and that he might he able to rectify 
matters which needed rectifyin», 

This personal type of leadership, was that used so thit certain matters 
misht have been ordered verbally? 

Àe Noe It is the view of tho Prosecution that there was on order, 
apparently a spoken order, according to which any measures involvine provisions 
of intorm.tional law should not be entered in the log books. Ñas there such a 
general order of that type? 

“se Nos mo cenerol order of that type existed. In certain individual cases 
== and I can remember two <= an order was given thet certain matters were to be 
omitted from the lors, 

Qe Which casos do you remember? 

First of all, there was the caso of the Athenia, and secondly, the 
sinking of a German boat which was coming through the blockade from Japan, sunk 


by a German submarine, 


Before I ask you about that in detail, I should like to know just what 
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the reason was that such matters were to be left out of the lors, 

The reason was to keep them secret. Logs of submarinos were cir- 
culating amongst a large circle, that is to sc iy, first of oll in the training 
depots of the submarine department, and secondly, in n mmber of departments in 
the Supreme Commend. It was necessary, thoroforc, that particular attention 
be paid to secrecy. 

Qe How many copies of a log book of a submarine were being made? 
A. I should say six to cight copics, 
«, Did the omission or removal of such an item from thc log signify that 
documents were destroycd everywhere cr were there certai 
staffs who would retain the document referring to that caso, 
documents were prcsumably retained by the flac officer, submarines, 
and very probably the Supreme Command of the Navye 


there a standing war order rerardine the treatnen 


What did 
It was ordered therein that immediate wireless reports would 
furnished about such incidents, and that later on, that report must be supple- 
mented either in writing or orallye 
order contain indication that such incidents were 


not to be entered in the logs? 


Will you now describe to me, please, just how such cn alteration of the 
was carried out in the case of the Athenia? 
sthenin, Naval Lieutenant Lemp after his return 
reported that he had torpedoed thi ip and that he had assumed that this had 
been an auxiliary cruissr. I cannot now tell you exactly whether this was the 
first indication which made it possible for me to understand this fact or 
whether it had been previously considered that under certain circumstances this 


ship might have been torpedoed by a German submarine. Lemp wns sont to Berlin 


to make a report and absolute secrecy was ordered, 
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By whom? 

“he Naval Command Staff, After provisionally such on order had been 
mace in our department, I ordered that this fact was to be removed ffom the 
log of the submarines 

". And that, of course, was ordered by Amiral Doenitz 

Yes, or at loast I ordered it as his deputy, by his ordor, 

Did you participate in the further handling of this particular 
incident? 

Åe Only in so for as tho question was considered, whether Lemp should be 
punished, ^8 far as I can recollect, the Supremo Commander took disciplinary 
action and punished him because it was held to his dwcdit that thesb were the 
first hours after the outbreak of war when he must have been considerably 
excited and wouldn't have strossed the character of the st pc onscientious- 
ly as he might have otherwise, 

Qe Did I understand you correctly carlier as saying that the detailed 
documents regarding the events of the Athenia were retained both by the. flag 
officer of submarines ond the Supreme Command of the Navy? 

Ae I can say that with certainty c y as far as the flag officer of 
submarines is ooncerned, An® there that was the case, 

Qe Earlier you mentioned a second case, where a log book had been 


altered; which case was that? 
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A That incident was as follows: A German blockade breaker of Ger- 


nan origin, that is to say, a merchant vessel, which was coming back from 
japan, was torpedoed in the North Atlantic in error by a German submarine 
and sank. This fact was left out of the log, 

4 This case, therefore, vas only one of keeping secrecy before 
German departments; is that right? 

A Yes. The British had heard about the case from lifeboats which 
they found and, as as far as I know, the fact was not to become known to 
other members and blockade breaking vessels. 

Q Documents have been submitted to the Tribunal by the deferse, 
according to which, until the autumn of 1942, German submarines were 
carrying out rescues, as far as that was possible without an impediment 
to the safety of the submarine and vi thout interfering with the task that 
had been given, Does this correspond with your own experiences? 

A Yess 

Q I should now like to put a few questions to you regarding the 
So-called .aconia order which @till requires clarification. I'm referring 
to document GB-199, s you know, the Prosecution are calling this order 
an order to kill survivors. iho for ulated this order? 

THE PRESIDENT: Where is it? 
DR. KRANZBUEHLER: It is in the document book of the Prosecution 
on page 36, Mr, President, 

A I cannot now tell you that for certain. Generally speaking, 
such an order was arranged and discussed between the supreme commander, 
the first staff officer, and myself, and a decision was made by the supreme 
commander just how it was to be worde; and then one of us would draft it 
and formulate it. It is perfectly possible that I,myself, worded this order, 

Q But, at any rate, Admiral Doenitz signed it, didn't he? 

A That must be the case, yes, 

Q Admiral Doenitz thought that he could remember that youand 
Captain Hessler were opposed to this order. Can you, too, remember this, 
and, if so, why were you against it? 

A I cannot recollect that, 

What was the sense and the aim of the order? 


It is clearly contained in it, It meant that an attempt to 
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rescue was prohibited, 

Q "hy wasn't that forbidden with reference to the standing war 
erder No. 15h, which appeared-- 

THE PRESIDENT: Surely a written order must speak for itself, 
Unless there is some colloquial meaning in a particular word uséd in the 
order, the order must be interpreted according to the ordinary meaning 
of the words. 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: I was not proposing to go into the question 
any further, Mr. President. 
BY DR, KRANZBUEHLER : 

Q I should like to repeat my last qüestion:now, Why, instead of 
issuing a new order, wasn't there simply a reference to the standing war 
order No, 154, which appeared during the winter of 1939 to 1)0? 

I mean the order, Vr,President, which has the number GB-196, 
and which appears on page 33 of the document book of the Prosecution. 
You remember that, order, con't you? »Itve shown it to you. 

A Yes,I do. That onder at the time of the Laconia order had 
already been ¢ancelled. “part from tuat, a reference tom earlier order 
would have lacked the lively character which orders should havee 

Q Do you mean by that that the Naval Staff did as a matter of 
principle not issue orders by referring to earlier orders? 

A That was avoided whenever possible; that is to say, generally 
always. 

Q Will you explain to me now why that order came out as secret 
command matter, as top secret? 

A The order appeared at the end of an operation and action wich 
nearly cost us twoboats, and it eontained a severe reprimand for the comm- 
anders in question, If such a Severe reprimand was given, then it wasn't 
as I have it, to make it unknown to anyone, apart from the supreme command 
and the senior staff officer that vz -ntt our custom. 

THE PRESIDENT: Which is the severe reprimand? 
Q Please, williyou explain where this severe reprimand of that 


command is contained? 
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A It must be understood in connection with what happened before 
and in connection with what has been prohibited here. The sentence 
"Rescue is against the most primitive demands" containes it, and it is 
contained in the hardness which is demanded and in the statement that 


commanders are being accused of being soft-hearted, 


Q Does this mean that the commanders were accused of having 


risked their boats in connection wit the action of the Laconia and that 
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they voro on‘angering thcir boats? 
tos, and that during tho action thoy had repeatedly ha’ tho necossity 
or warlike behavior pointod cut to 
Q after the capitulation you havo been interrogated rogording thir order 
You have told mo so. You couldn't romomer its cxact wording to start with. How 
isvit possible that you couldn't romenuber such an orior? 
thoro wore certain or lors which woro to be kept in summary files and 
which, on the strength sf that, >ne used to soo thom asain anc agains This orde2 
howcvor, did not come amongst those. uftor it had been issued and until tho ond 
f tho war, I novor saw it av:ain. 
Q what cic an ordor hayo to look like? wha 
if it had to come int» such a collection? 
dor or sci reminder or reprimand. 
in tho »rcor concerned? 


ho heading of the order in question, 


at thc head 


that it didn't cono into that particu- 


But then how is it possible that Capt oohlo, and apparontly until 
of the war, did give lectures on this order? 
Captain iioochlo had access t. vi 28SacoS which werc issucd 
y the flag officer of subnarinos, Ii . the privilego of using those wircloss 
for the c.lloction of natcrial which ho noo?23 for the inst: ^"ucti 
mancers ab ut to sail, no n ttor whother this order was healed as 
or a roninder ordor. So that, apparontly, hc had this particular mossaze 
amongst tho material which he Xi to instruct commenters. 
Q Did ochle ask y.u about the correct interprotation of that orvor at 
any tino? 


No, 


Q Di: you over hoar .f any intcrpretation fron any other source, accordin 


ts which this ordor was nant to s y that survivors shull be shot? 


D 
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No, 
According to your own cxperiences, could you judeo whothor this ordor 
any practical results or cov ! have had any practical rosults on the 
loss of allicd 
That's vory difficult to judgce At ù time somethins liko oighty 
per cent of all submarinesattacks took placo unter such conditions - nay havo 
takin place uncer such conditions which made roscuo impossible. 


r thoso attacks took placo vory noar tho 
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Approximately 12 captains and en-ineers were brought back as prisoners by 
submarines. Whether rescuing attempts were possible in all other cases is some. 
thing which cannot be said for certc’ 3. Quite probably, the situation was thet 
tho Allied sailors in the lifeboats ^.lt safer the, for instance, aboard a 
submarine. They were probably glac «hen, after attacking, the submarine dis- 


appoarede 


The fact that the present of t'^ submarine meant danger is proved tł; the 


case of the Laconia itself, because ‘uring resuing attempts two submarinos were 
attacked by aircraft with bombs, 

I think that it is quite uncort-in whether this order had effect in one 
direction or the other. 

Qe What do you mean, "one direction or the other"? 

I mean whether it moant an increased or decreased number cf losses 
amongst enemy senmen, 

Qe There is one trend of thoug:t which I haven't quite understood. You ! 
pointed to the fact that there were 12 captains and chief engineers who had bo 
made prisoners after this order was issued. Do you mean by that that only in 
some few cases was it possible, wit: +t endangering the submarine, to carry ou 
the order that such officers whoulé be taken out of the lifeboats? 

Ae That it was only in these cases is too strong an expression, but it w 
rive you an indication regarding th: number of cases where it wes possible. 

Qe I shall now show vou the wi-cless message which went to Naval Lieuten 


Schacht. It is in the British Docuront Book of the frosecution on pace 36e 


for that? 
It is emphatically a severo reprimand for the commander, 
Q. How far was that reprimand justified? Schacht hadn't had any instruc 
ions previously regarding the resoving of survivors? 
Ae No, but it had been assume) that it was clear to submarines that in t 
first place it was important thot Allies should be rescued and saved to become 


prisoners, Apart from that, durinr actions which had happened, there had been 


several indications that commanders should be particularly cautious. Afterwar 
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came Schacht's report from which it -ppeared at the time that he had infringed 
just these orcerse 

Seen retrospectively, Schacht's action must have taken place before the 
order of the BDU, so that at least some part of tho accusttions arcainst him 
weren't justified. 

Qu. After this order of September 1942, were there still rescves carried 
out by submarines in certain cases? 

Yese 

Did the Flag Officer Submarines object to these rescues? 

I have no recollection of thate 

To your knowledge, did Ger ^n submarines deliberately kill survivors? 

The only case of which I heard after capitulation is that of Naval 
Lieutenant Eck. On one occasion, we had heard an enemy broadcast about that, 
which indicated that something of that sort had oocurrede 

Qs I now submit to you a document of the Frosecution, GB¢203, which the 
*rosecution consider proof of the shooting of survivors, This is the war dicr 
the log of the U-247, and I have printed an extract on page 74 of my document 
book, second volume, 

Ihis extract deals with the att-ck made by that submarine on a British f! 
ing steamer. You have already seen this log or war diary. After his return, 
did the commandant report on this :otion? 

Ae Yes. 

Qe Did he report anything or that occasion regarding tho shooting of 
survivors? 

Ae Noe 

X. According to tho statemen’; of a survivor by the name of McAllister, ` 
fishing steamer, tho Moren Mary, had a gun aboard. Do you know whether fishi: 
steamers had mounted guns fore or i..'t? 

Ae They were almost always in the bows. 

Qe Can you ascertain, on the basis of this war diary and on the strengt 
of your recollection of the report of the commander, just how this incident c 
actually happen? 

Ae The submarine, first of a11, appeared to encounter a number of fish 


Stoamerse An attempt was made to 


THE PRESIDENT (Interposing): Ts the witness tryinr to 
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reconstruct thisfrom the document, reconstruct the incident? 131 -0057 


DRe KRANZBUEHLER: I am asking him to tell us the story onthe strength 
of his own momory and on the strongth of the report of the comaander, and 
him to teil us just he. much he romembors while he is looking 
at the diarye 
THE PRESIDENT: Well, he ham ts said whothor he ever saw the commander. 
Oh yes, Mre President. 


Well then, all he can toll us is what the commondsr 


DR, KRANZBUBHLER: Yos, 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, have him do that thon, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Yes, sir, 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Pleasg, will you tell us in accordance with your recollection, what 
you can tell us after having seen the diarys 

If he romembers anything about what the 

commander told him, he con toll us shat, but the diary speaks for itself 
and he can't reconstruct it out of that, He may tell us what he remembers 
of what the officer said. 

DR, KRANZBUEHLER: Very well, 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER; 

Q Pleawe, will you speak ĉr: memorye 

A This was the report of t.o commondor, He said that in oxtreme 
proximity to the coast, considerin= the conditions of tho time, he sightod 
© group of fishing steamers, and af having failed in his ctt 
torpedo them, he sank one of thom with 
remarkable because, first of all, this incident occurred so close to the conr 
and also because the commander rislod this artillery fight in spite of tho 

4 


fact that other vessels were in ti: neighborhood. 


Q Were theso other ships also armed fishing stonmors? 


A It had to be assumed at +) > time that every fishing steamer was 
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Q The witness McAllister was of the opinion that the submarine 
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surfaced 50 yards from the fishing cteamer, According to your recollection, 
and considering your expérience, i: this possible? 
À I can't recollect the details, but it is out of the question that 
ony submarine commander would do t ate 
Q McAllister's evidence also states == 
THE PRESIDENT (Interposing): Wit a minuto. Dre Kranzbuehlor, tio 
Tribunal thinks that the witness ovshtn't to express opinions of that sort, 
He ought to give us his evidence of any facts which he hase He is tolling 
us that in his opinion it is impossible that a naval commander would ever 
bring his submarine up within 50 yards of another vessel, 
KRANZBUEHLER: Yos, 
PRESIDENT: That is not a matter for him to Saye 
DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Mr, Presicont, I was going to ask the witness next 
whether Gorman submarines were shooting shells filled with wire, as Witness 


MoAllistor had stated, Is that a quostion which you will permit mo to put? 


PRESIDENT: That? 


KRANZBUEHLER: Shells whicli: were filled with wire. 

PRESIDENT: Wiro? 

KRAN ZBUEHLER: Wire, yos, 

PRESIDENT: Is your quosticus Were submarine commanders ever 
furnished with wire to bo used in boir guns? Is that the question? 

DR, KRANZBUEHLER: Not quite, "re Prosidont, My question would bo 

whethor German submarines were equi»»od with shells which were filled 
with wiroe 


THE PRESIDENT: Shells which wiro filled with viro? 


DR, KRANZBUEHLER: Yes, that is the question I want to put, 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Will you answer that question, Witness e 

A Such shells didn't exist ot 211, 

Q Was this attack by the su;arine on the Moren Mary reported by 
wireless immediately? 

4 Do. you mean the report by the submarine? 
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Q No, by the British. 

A As far as I can romember, a wireless message from a British steamer 
was recoived, reporting a submarine attack in that areae 

Q In the wor diary there is an entry regarding a wireless at tho hour of 
0127, It is addressed to Matschulat, that is to youg from tho commandant, 
and it states: "English steamer reports attack by German submarine west of 
Cape irathe" 

A That is the report to a subm rine mgording tho fact that a wireless 
mossago of a British steamer about a submarine attack in that area had been 
receivede 

Q I should now like to ask yov something with reference to the Standing 
War OrdereSlle This is in Volume 1 of my document book on page 46, When I 
presented this order, theTribunal wasn't quite clear about the significance of 


what appears under Figure 2, which I shall read, 





Mun 


"No teking on board ia allowed of ca ains and officers of neutral ships which, 
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according to standing order No. 101, ‘ay be sunk (e.g. Swedish ships outside 


of Goeteborg traffic), because inte: ` ənt of these officers would contravene 
international law." Can you first °. all tell me on the basis of which 
experiences that figure "2" was included in the order? 

A On one occasion a submarines aà brought a Urugueyan officer to 
Germany, who had been the captain oi a ship that had been sunk. We were 
worried that if this captain were to 5e released he might tell stories about 
what he had seen while he was interne’ aboard the submarine. It was for 
reasons of this order that difficulties of that kind should be avoided in the 
future, The captain from Uruguay hr” to be freed and was in fact freed. 

Q What is the meaning of the reference to neutral ships which, accordin, 
to stending order No. 101 may be sv kx? 

A May I please sae the oràer “or a minute? In the standing war order 
No, 101, the sinking of neutral shi- is referred to and the following is 
oréered: First of all, within the olockade area, and as a matter ^f principle 
all neutral ships can be sunk with wo important excepticns or, shall we say, 
two general excepticns. First of l, not sinkable in bleckade areas with shi 
of certain neutral countries with w.ich arrangements had beer made regarding 
certain shipping channels; andse dly, not sinkable with such ships cf cer- 
tain neutral states of which it c .. be assumed that they weren't exclusively 
travelling for the enemy. Rogarding the sinking outsice blockade areas, the 
order was applicable according to which neutral ships could be sunk; first 
of all, when they weren't recognizable as being neutral anà therefore had 
appeared as enemy vessels to the svvmarine in questicn; and secondly, if 
they weren't acting as neutrals. 


Q As, for instance, when tre; were travelling in convoy? 


A Yes, when they were travelling in enemy oonvcys, when they reported 
the presence of our submarines, for instance, by means of wireless. 

Q Did this figure "2" mean *.at the captains of neutral ships were to 
be worse off in the future than cc ains cf enemy ships or were they to be 
better off? 

A This isn't a question of atter or worse, it is a question of 
capturing. They weren't to be cap*ured, weren't to be taken prisoners becaus 


they couldn't be kept as prisoner Whether this meant that they woul’? be 
606-- 
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better or worse off is at least an open question. Captains of enemy ships tried 
whenever possible to escape being taken along by the submarine because they 
probably felt safer in life-boats, 

Q What do you know about orders regarding the respecting ^f hospital 
ships (uring the beginning of tho invasion? 

4 At the beginning of the invasion, and as far as any other area was 
cneerned, the order arplied thet hospital ships were not to be attackede 
^mnancers operating in the invasion zones then reported that there was very 
^neiderable traffic of hospital shins. 

Q Fron where to where? 

A SBetween theinvasion area of Normandy and the British Isles. The Flag 
Officer submarines then had an investigation made by the appropriate department 
to discover whether this hospital traffic in its roport strength was in 
eaccordence with the comparative figures, That was confirmed. 

Q What ĉo ycu mean by that? 

A It mesns that the number of hospital skirs which had to be reported 
corresponded to the number of wounded, as we had expected. Then there was a 
special order stating that in the future, too, hospital ships were not to be 
attacked. 

Q@ The strict respect paid to hospital shins at that stage of the war, 
was that in accordance with any other interests? 

å At that tine, wo only hac hospital traffic in the Baltic and there the 
Geneva Convention wasn't being recognized by our enemy, so that we didn't have 
any interest in respecting and preserving hospital shipping. 

œ Do you know of a case where during this war an enemy hospital ship 
has been sunk by a German submarine? 

Noe 

& Did it happen the other way around? 

A The German hospital ship Tubingen (Tuebingen) wes, I think, sunk by a 
British aircraft in the Mediterranean, presumably because of mistaken 
identity. 

TRE PRESIDENT: Dre Kranzbuehler, the question of German hospital ships 
which were sunk isn't relevant, is it? 

TRe KRANZBUBHLE?: I was going to show by it, Mr. President, that the 


possibility of mistaken identity dces exist and that in fact because of such 
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mistaken idəntity, a hospital ship has been sunk, My procf is to mean therefore 
that you can't draw the conclusion from the sinking of a ship that it shouldn't 
have bean sunk, 

TEE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal quite realizes that mistakes May be made in 
sea warfare. It is a matter of E knowledge. Should wə adjourn now? 


IR. KRANZBULELER: Yes, sir, 


(4 recess was taken.) 


i 
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BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Qe Admiral, you have known idmirsé Mocnitz since the year 1934, and you 
huve known him well since that timc. You had many business dealings with him 
during that time. Did he participate in any political activity during that per- 

of time? 

ùe Before he was appointed Commandersin-Chief of the Navy, not at all, to 
my knowledges As Comnander-in-Chief of the Navy on occasion he gave speeches 
outside the Navy matters, howevere He addressed dock workerse He spoke to the 
Hitler Youth at Stettin once. Ho spoke over the radio when we had an anniversar: 
for horoés, and he spoke on the 20th .? July. I remember no other occasions. 

Did these speeches have a direct connection to the tasks of the Navy, 
when he addressed the Navy workers? 

hen he spoke before the ship workers, yes. 

And before tho Hitler Jugend as well? 

Yos. 

And what was the connection thc? 

A. d imo, as far as I recall, the speech was concerned with 
recruitment for the Navy. 

x. Did he select his staff officers according to ideological points of 
view or according to their military point of view? 

Their military and personal capacity was the decisive point. Political 
considerations played no role at alle 

Qe The question of whether Admiral Doenitz knew certain happenings outside 
tho Navy, whether ho hai knowledge of these facts or whether he had to have 
knowledge, that is «n important question before the Tribunale Can you tell me 

he traveled? 
exclusively he remained within the circle of his own officers an 
own age, but, over and above that, a ır as I know he had no 
other contacts. 
Docs this hold true after his appointment to Commander-in-Chief of the 
Navy? ‘as there any change in that? 


die Noe Thon he was in contact more with people from other states, but on 
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the whole his circle remained tho samo, 
we Where did he live at that timo, that is, since his nssumption of the 
title as Commander-ineChicf of thc Navy? 
Ae When he assumed this office, in Berlin and in the vicinity of Berlin, 
at the Novy headquarters. 
Qe Did he live with his family, or did he live with his staff? 
He lived with his family, but his life was with his staff for 
greater parte 
Qe And after the staff, in the autumn of 1943, was transferred to Berlin 
to the so-called underground corridor == 
Ae At that time in the headquarters itself, but his family lived there for 
part of the time as well, but official conversations for the most part took 
place until late in tho evenings 
w. And that means from that period of time on he lived in a 
officer's quarters? 
Yese 
You, among all officers, could from a close proximity follow the 
course of the Admiral's life, Can you tell me what his motives were, that is, 


in your opinion, which were tho decisive motives when he eave out his military 


THE PRESIDENT: You can't spenk about the motives of people. You can't 
give evidence about other people's minds. You can only give evidence of what 
they snid and what they did, 

DR, KRANZBUEHLER: Mr. President, I do believe that an officer who lived 
with another officer for years has a vertain knowledee of the motives, basing 
his knowledge on the actions of the officer and of what the officer told him. 
Howevor, perhaps I mau put my question in a little different WAY e 

THE PRESIDENT: He can rive evidence about his character, but he can't rive 


noe about his motives, 


DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Then I shall ask him about his character, your Honor, 
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BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Qe Can you tell me, please, whether Admiral Doenitz when ho formulated 
his orders and in all of his actions showed egotistical motives that came to 
your 

Krangbuchler, that is the same thing again, isn't it? 
is the same questi^n again reallye 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: I beg your pardon, Mr. President. ; it to be a 
different question. 

THE PRESIDENT: Nobody is charging him with being egotistical or anything 

He is charged with the various crimes that are charged against 
him in the indictment. 

DR. KRANZBUEHLE Then I shall ask a question rerarding the opinion of 
the Prosecution. 

BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

The Prosecution judged Admiral Doenitz as cynical and opportunistic. 

in line with your own judgment? 

No 

How would you judge him? 

I would judge him to be a man who wanted to do only his work and his 
duty, ond who was interested about his arms and about tho mcn who were carrying 
these arms. 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Mr. President, I have no further questions to this 

NCSSe 
THE PRESIDENT: Do you other members of the defendants! counsel want to 


any questions? 
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(No response) 
The cress examination, 

COLONEL PHILLIMORZ: iy Lord, might I first mention the documents that I 
put in the cross ex^ninction this morning, or rather it was a document which 
had been in before. It was D-658, GB-229. 

THE PRESIDINT; “hat was the letter. 

COLONEL PHILLIZOZH: D, my Lord, the D suries, That is the document dealing 
with Borccaux, and there was 2 dispute 
Conmanđäo Reid, The dispute wa: 
Naval "^r Steff Dicry, or fro 6» dir ry of sox ower formation, iy Lord, I 
hove had th onfirucd with the admiralty, ond I will produce the origir-: 
to defense counsel, 

It comes from the SKL “or Diary, Tagebuch Der Kriegslcoitung, anc it is 
from one abteilung, Teil A--that is port i--for December 1942. So it is from the 


T 


-—- Ta, » T udis ies B ; 
ar Diory of the Defendant 


BY COLONEL PHILLILORE; 


don't recollect protesting egsinst this 


will try and r.frosh your memory, ‘ould you lock at a document, D-865? 
COLONEL PHILLIMOKE: iy Lord, tiat is an oxir ci Cron an interrogation of 
idmiral Docnitz on the oth of Octoner, I should siy 5555 the record was kept in 
end, therefore, tho translavicn into Gemco toos not represent n.cos- 
sarily the idmir-1's actual 
BY COLONEL PHILLIUMORE: 
of the 
page £07 in the Englisn 
of Supteuber 1942, and 
in that last sentence in that 


"I rouuuber that Captain Godt"--the spelling in inglish was wrong--'Onptzin 


Godt and Capt in Hosslur w re against this tolgram, thuy told mo that expressly 


boc^usc they said "That con be misunderstood," But I szid "I must toll thet now 
to these bonts to prevent the losses in this one perce aust giv 
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feel obligated to do that," 
Do you remember protesting now, saying "That can be misunderstood!" 


NO, I co not recall that. 
and a further extrict, on page 3 of the inglish, page 2 zt the bottom 
of the pave cf the Germans 
"Thus I sent the scecnd telegram in order to avoid that I should have futur 
sses, ihe second telegrus happened on my instigation, I an Ccomplotely anc per- 
tt and Hessler both exp 
stated that they consicurod the telegram as Ilguous or Liable to be 
preted," Do you r«ienbor that now? 
nct recall that, 
it a further sto o the suis effect, on page 5 


: E o 


sh, first porngreph; page 4 of the German text, thirc 


corrosponc to 


havin c^ Wer j 
shown you by tł 
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have stated repeatedly that I do not remember this. 
did not set thate 


I have stated repeatedly that I do not remember this, 


COLONEL PHILLIMORE: My Lord, did you get tho English? I em afraid 


RESIDENT: 
INTERFRETER: The witness said, "I have stated repeatedly that I do 
not remanber this". 
BY COLONEL PHILLIMORS s 
Qe I will show you onc more extract, the document D-866, which will 
become GBe459, That is a further interroration, on the 22nd of October. 


The first question on the document is: "Do you consider this order to be 


n 


contract to the prize rules of the Gormon Navy pursued in the beginning of 
the war? 
4nd the last sentence of the first paragraph of the answer is: "Godt and 
Hessler told me, "Don't make this wireless; you see, one day there can be a 
wrong appearance about it, There can be a misinterpretation of that!," 
You don't remember using those words? 
Noe 
You were an experienced staff officer, were 
Yese 
You knew the importance of drafsing an op 
did you not? 
Yos. 
These orders you were issuing were going to young commanders, between 
20 and 30 years of age, were they not? 
20 years I would soy was too young. They might have been at the end 
of their twenties, perhaps. 
Do you say that this order is not ambiguous? 
4. Yos. Perhaps if you take one sentence out of tho context, you might 
hove some doubt, but not if you read the entire order. 


Qe What was the point of tho wor?s, "Rescuc runs counter to the rudimenta 
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demands of warfare for the destruction of enemy ships and crews."? 

Ae (No response) 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: Show it to him, will you? 

(A document was handed to the witness.) 

BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 

Q. What was the point of those words, if this was merely e non-rcscue 
ordcr? 

It wa- the reason and the motivation f Fe rest of the order, and 

a coordination of ships and crews which were fighting against our U-boats. 

W. You see, all your other orders were s ear, were they not? 


a. 


Have you got the defense documents there in the witness box? 
I believe yese 

Look at the 

I do not have those 


(A document was hanced to the witness. 


BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 


It is on page 10 of that book. Let mo just rend you the second 
pag ^ y 


pararraphs 
"U-bonts may attack at once enem vesse onwhich armament is 
nt of which is 
announced by the son-warfnre cor ( thc basis of unobjectionable 
evidence. As i as ci istance mit, measures shall be taken 


> 


for the rescue of the crew, if the pos-ih tity cf endangering the 


U-bont is excluded." 
Now, no commander could ro wrong with that order, could he? It is per- 
fectly clear. 
Look at another one, D-942, at pare 13, 
on Pare 15. Now, this is a nonerescue order. 
Have you got it? Paragraph E, Standing Order 154: 
"Do not rescue crew members nor take them alone, an? do not bother about 


boats of ships. Weather conditions and proximity of land are of no conse- 


quence. Concern yourselves only with the safety of your own boat, and try to 
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achicve additional successes as soon as possible. 

"Ye must be hard in this ware The enemy started it in order to destroy 
us; and we have to act accordingly." 

Now, that was perfectly clear, was it not? That was a nonerescue order? 

4. It was just as clear as the three other orders about whcih we are 
concerne’. 

Qe Look at one or two more nnd then let me come back to that order; 

45, another orders: 

"Order from Flag Officer, U-boats" -- reading the third line -- "to take 
on board captaions with their papers of ships sunk, if it is possible, without 
endangering the boat or without impairing the fighting oni 

It is perfectly clear to anybody exactly what was intended, is it not? 

4e That is not an order at all; it is just an extract from the War Diary 

Qe Yes. Reciting the words of the order, them, on the next page 
in Paragraph 43 

"Try under all circumstances to take prisoners if that can be done with- 
out endangering the boat". ==- again, perfectly clear. 

Look at the next page, page 47, paragraph 1 of your order of the 
June, 1944, the last sentences 

"Therefore, every effort must be made to bring in 
as possible without endangering the boat." 

Now, you have told us that this order of je ite of Soptomber, 1922, was 
intended to be a non-rescue order; thas 

À, Yes, certoinly. 

“e I msk you again, what wos meant by the sentence, "Rescue runs counter 
to the rudimentary demands of warfare for the destruction of enemy ships and 
crowse"? 

Ae That is a reason for the rest of the order, and it deals with ships 
and their crews which had been armed and had to fight U-boats in order to rive 


them equal advantagee 
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Qe Why do you speak about the destruction of crews if you do not mean 
the destruction of crews? 
le are concerned with tho fact of whether the ships an^ their crews 
were to be destroyed, which is something entirely difference from the 
truction of the crews after they had not been on the ship any longer. 
Qe ind that is something entirely difference from merely not rescuinr 
the crews; isn't that a fact? 
I do not quite understand that question. 
Destruction of crews is quite different from nonerescue of crews? 
Destruction when the ship and crew are torethor. 
Qe You are not answering the question, are you? But if you want it 
again, Destruction of crews is quite different from non-resouo of crews? 
^, The destruction of the crews is different from the nonerescue of 
survivors, yese 
s lere those words merely put in to rive this order whet 
as a lively character which on order should have? 
cannot five you the details, ave already said that 
remember the antececents of th 


THE PRESIDENT 


iii dual 
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ment speaks for 


Ja Li ULL, $ 


ula you just look at tho nort Cccument in the i:Socutic 


^M SU 
U ICSU Ns 


jn the last sontones of that cwient? In vicw 


nips! crews, arc you saying that it was 


aw 


destroy the crews if you could? 


I Loliovo we aro talkin: about survivers. 


is it not, sincs crows 
bceome survivors? 


on they wou 


Al 


cass of Kapitacn-loutnant 


Amorican 


Q 


v 


Ths s on eae 1 i 
"Filius! and then 


Q 


are you sayi 
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A I do not know how he came about to interpret this order in such 


! 
a waye He certaibly did not ask me about this, in any event. 


Q You realize that he is putting his own life in great jeopardy 
admitting that he briefed as he did, don't you? 

X Yes. 

Q You also know, don't you, that another commander he briefed 
was subsequently seen either by yourself or by Admiral Doenitz before he 
went out? 

A Yes. 

Q Again when he came back? 

A In general, yes, 

Q In general. Are you seriously telling the Tribunal that none of 
these officers who were briefed that this was an annihilation order, that 
none of them raised the question either with you or with Admiral Doenitz? 

A With reference to this order nothing was said about this, in 
any event. 

Q But I euggest to you now that this order was ver carefully drafted 
to be ambiguous; deliberately; so that any U-boat commander who was 
prepared to behave ashe did was entitled to do so under the order, Isn't 
that right? 

A That is an assertion, yes. 

Q And that you and Hessler, you tried to stop this order being 
issued? 

A I have already said that, that I do not remember 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: No further questions, 
TEE FRESIDENT: Is there any other cross-examination? Do you 
wish to examine, Dr. Kranzbuehler? 
REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q De you know that Captain Moehler has testified before this 
Tribunal that he only informed very few officers about his interpretation 
of the “akonia order? 


A I read that in the affidavit which Moehler made before British 
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officers last year, 

Q Do you know that Moehle testified here personally that he i 
talked neither with Admiral Doenitz nor with you nor withéCaptain 
Hessler about his interpretation of the fakonia order, even though he 
was repeatedly in your staff? 

A That I know.. Whether from Moehle's affidavit of last year or 
from another source, that I cannot tell you at this point. 


Q The testimony of Admiral Doenitz has been put to you that 


you and Captain Hessler were against the , akonia order, yet you state that 


you do not remember this contradiétion, Do you eonsider it possible that 
Admiral Doenitz had overemphasized your objection to this order, in order 
to take the complete responsibility for himself? 

THE PRESIDENT: Wait a minute. I do not think you can ask him 
hat question, Dr. Kranzbuehler, whether it is possible that the Admiral 
had over-emphasized what he said, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: If I am not permitted to put this question 
I have no further questions, Your Honor, to this witness, 

THE PRESIDENT: The witness can retire, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Then with the permission of the High Tri- 


bunal I wuld like to call Captain Hessler as my next witness. 


BY THE PRESIDENT: 
Q Will you state your full name? 
A Gunther Hessler. 
Q Will you repeat tnis oath after me; 
I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will speak 
the pure truth and will withhold and will add nothing, 
(The witness repeated the oath). 
THE PRESIDENTS You may sit down, 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. KRANZPUEHLER: 


Q Captain Hessler, vhen did you enter the Navy? 
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In April of 1927. 


What was your grade? 


Korvetten Kapitaen. 





i 1 


You are related to Grand admiral Doenitz, Is that correct? 


May 14-A-RT-20-12 


Yos. In November of 1937 I married his only daughter e 
when cid you enter the U-b.at service? 
In April of 1940 I started my U-boat training, 
4t that time during your training were you informed thit you sh 
senscherbe? 
ucted such at thet time, 


s matter which I ai. just putting to yuu now, was that submitted 


subsaittec to me and I was M od Shout. it, 


Will you tell the Tribur.ıl bricfly just what the purpose cf this Scheibe 


Hore we ^re concerned with a system of disces with which, through 
mechanism, in the very shortest period of time possible we can d.torninc 
neutral and how other ships have to be dealt with, Fur instance, whether 


neutral vessel has contrabsnd, can be sunk; cr whether it hos 


whether we have to let it poss. 


This cise hac a further gro:t advantage that at the 
read cn what paragraph of the prize law this e:se was to 
that it was possible at the time of the investigation 
the time to the shortest possible tink, 

Q That means the disc had the character 


Commander? 


DR. KRANZEUEHLER; Now I am submitting to the Tribunal this disc as uxhibit 
Docnitz Number 


BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 


Q In your training were you soso about your behavior towsrd ship- 


wrecked survivcrs?. 


A Yes, The rescuing of survivors in the naval action is a motter of course 


and is to be carried through as fas as military measures permit. In U-boat war- 


fore rescue of survivors, that is, the taking on board cf the cntire crew 


3 i9 


uttorly impossible, for the space conditions of the U-bo^t do not permit any 


Ps u 


such action, The carrying through of other measures, such ^s, for instance, the 
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onching to life-boats, the picking up of those who are swimming and the taking 


of them into the life-boats, giving provisions and water, is, on general principl, 


not possible, fo the endangering of the U-boat is in every port of an operational’ 


zone so great that you eannct carry cut any of these mersures without ond-nger- 
ing your boat too much, 
9 Soon after this course of instruction you took your cruise as Conmannder 
from when to when? 
A From October 1940 until November 1941, 
In what arcas did you opernte? 
South of Iccland, West of the North Channel, in the 
Azores to Bergen, and the arca 
Q Wheat s s did yo ve as agsdinst norchor hipping? 
I sunk 21 ships with more than 130,000 tons, 
You have the knight's Ord.r? 


YCS, 


How did you act toward the survivors of these crews of the ships sunk 


In most of the casos the situxtion was es follows: Thot I inuiediately 
loft tho place of sinking; that at the ice of sinking i had to 
this point of sinking, for my d 
me to do so, In two eases tho dar 
tho lifc-bos 

were concerned in this? 
this case, the 


These were the two ships, 
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How did you help the life boats? 

A First of all I told the ship-wrecked their exact 
position and told them how they could reach land in their life 
boats. In the second place I gave them water, which is very, 
very important for survivors in tropical regious, Then in one 
case I rendered medica? aid for the few who were wounded. 

Q Did personal experiences with ships which had been 
sunk play a role too in how to surface while you were rwscuing? 

A Yes, all experienced Y-boat Commanders had a 
justified suspicion to.iard every merchant-man and it's crew 
no matter how innocent they might appear, 

In twO cases this suspicion saved me from my ovn 
destruction. 

In the case of the Steauer Kalchas, a ten thousand ton 
British ship, which I torvedoed North of Cape Byrd. The 
had stopped after it had been hit by the torpedo. 
left tho ship and was in the life boats and it seonoed 
Sinking. I was thinking whether I should surface in order 
Save the crew, tall them how to reach land, and ask them if 
they needed water. Then the feeling, I might say it was 
or less unexplainable, kept me from doing so. T lifted tho 
periscope and at the same moueat when the periscope extaded 
quite a good deal above the surfa the watcr, this ste 
which seemed to have been abandoned from previous oxoc 
the sailors manned the guns, and tho sailors who had 
themsclves concealed undernoath tho guns and behind the railing, 
thon at the closest possible range they opsoned fire on my 

So that I had to take all necessary »roocutioas. 
to the porisco;o but could not ondanzcr no. 
second cose, in the case of tho Motor Ship, Alfrod 
Jonos, which I torpcdocd, that ship also soanod to be 
l wondered whethsr I should surface, when in onc of tho lifo 
- 


boats I saw two British sailors who woro in perfoct unifora, 
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spotless uniforms, and that, of course, made mo suspicious. 

I saw the ship at oloso range. I would judge 50 to 100 moters 
and I took a good look at tho ship and I dctermincd that it had 
not been abandoned, but in ali possible spots of conocolront 
sailors were ptill prosont. When I torpedoca the ship these 
conoealmonts burst, and I saw that the ship had at least four 
to six guns of tcn to fiftoen millimeter strength, a largo 
number of depth charges and installations, and anti-flsck was 
there also behind tho railing. Just on the strmeth of tho 
coincidence that the depth charges had not beon lot go, tha 

was the reason I escaped destruction. 

AS a mitter of courso, after on experiance liko that, I 
was less concerned with ths crews and survivors than with 
cndengering my own ship, and with something which was ontiroly 
clear to mo in the future. 


Q When did you anter tho Stoff as tho Commander of tho 


In Novanbor, 1941. 

Q You were the first officer of that staff, what was 
your task as Commander? You were to secure and instruct thom 
as to all orders? 

& 

Q, And what was the mlationship between the 
instructions you gave and the instructions by the Chief of tho 
Flotilla had to give, such as Mochle? 

A The Commandant which I ad to instruct received a 
brad outline about all questions as to their actions and 
demeanor at soa. Tho Chicf of the Flotilla had the 
instructions or mission to ascertain that cll Commandants shoul 
Know of all recent orders of the Commander in Chicf of the 
U-boats and would have them at hand. Thereforc, I sight 
almost it was a limited instruction, 


1 


o In this mmplete course of instructions wore the 
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Comuandants told about their action toward survivors of tho 
ship-wrecked? 

A Yes, and perhaps in the same manner in which tho 
instruction had been in the U-'oat school at my tra ining. 

Q Was there any change in the monnor of instructions 
after tho Lakonia order of Septomber, 19429? 

A Yes, I told the Commandsnts briefly of the inoiácnt 
and told them; ‘Now, rou are no longer to decide whether tho 
Situation in the open soo will permit your reseuc only. 

From now on in it is prohibited to carry throush reseuc 
measu res. 

Q Do you wish to say that during the entire balance of 
the war, that is, two and a half years, the Commandants were 
told about the Likonia incidsnt, or was it just immediately 
after this case? 

I would say at ths most until January, 1943. 

there was no more talk about that. 

That means about the incident? That is about 
Lek onia case? What about the orders issued as a result 

A iS, there was a specific order not to rosouo 
longer. 

n Did tho Comuandents at any time have an ordar or 
suggestion from you or from ono of your crows to soot at 
survivors? 

A Never. 

Q Wero the Coma: ndan 
that captcins sad loadiag ongi neers, 
takon along? 

Yes o 
Ii those ins*ructions was it emphasized that this was 
to take placo only when it could be done without onda nger ing 


he ship 
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Q, Do you know about the incident of the U-boat 386, 
which shot down some flicrs in the Bay of Biscay? 

A I romember this incident very distinctly. 

Q Then you also Know that this incidmt took place in 
the Autumn of 1943? 

A Yos. 
Q Did the Commander in Chief of the U-boats to this 
incident represent the opinion that the U-boat Commander should 
have shot at the fliers which werc left? 

A No, on the contrary he was put out about this; tha 
the aircraft personnel had not been brought along b 
Crewe 


Q  '"ould any other age staff diffor from 


A NO, wo knew covery 
the question that any mombor 
opinion. 

Q Korvetten K »itoin Moehlo testified that ho esked 
to the significance of tho Lekonia decree with Korvetten 
Kepitain Kupisch of yar staff and then Kapitain Kupisch told 
him about the incident of tho U-386, and told it in sucha wey 
that tho Commanders of the U-boats danondod tho shooting 
survivors? 

is not possibile, 
Why not? 

A Because Kupisch in July, 1945, loft Furth with a 
U-boat and did not rcturn from that mission The incident 
with U-386 took place in tho autumn of 1943, and that wes lator 

(copitoin Mochle in his first 
opinion or tho possibility that this story about 
have come from you, did you discuss this mt 

A Noe 


ay that vith certainty? 
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certainty. 

Q Did you hear about the interpretation which Kapitain 
Mochle gave to this Lekonia order? 

A After the apse hat is, after tho end of the war, 
and thon through a British Offiocor. 

9 How dO you explain the fact that of tho 
officers who were instructed by Moehle, none discus 
interpretation of this order with the Commander in Chief of the 
Submarine s? 

one explanation for this and that is that 

these officers considered tno interpretation of 
completely impossible, and that it did not 
interpretation pinion of the Commander in Chicf of the 
Submarines e 

Q, Therefore, they could not require a clarification? 


A hey did nct require & clarification. 
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Q Tha Prosecution's accusations againstGrand Admiral Doonitz are to a 
large part based on extracts from the War Diary of the SKL and of the commanders 
of tho U-boats, 6ocumonts which ero in the possossi^n of the British AGniralty. 
iow is it possible that all of this date is in the possession of the Admiralty 
and that is in toto? 

A It was the wish of the Grand Admiral that the War Diaries of theU-boats 
and of the commander-in-chief of the submarines, which were in the Navy archi ves, 
shoula be saved and should not be destroyed. 

Q Did he tell this to you? 

A Yos, in this way; when I told him that cur own data in the staff had 
been completely destroyed. 

Q Did he have any reason for his action as tc why he did not want the 
éastruction of the archives? 

A Ho wanted this data and the archives saved for after the wer for the 
Navy to carry on and that in its warfare it had n thing to conceal. 

Q Is that your opinion or is that the opinion which Admiral Doenitz 
expressed to you? 

A He told me we have a pure conscience. 

Q Immediately after the capitulation you were repeatedly interrogated 
as to the carrying out of the U-boat warfare end on those occasicns the 
question was put to ycu as to the senicr officers whether the submarine command 


was accused of criminal acticns. 


Q, And what anawor did you have? 

A With ut hesitancy the answer no. 

DReYRANZBUSALER $ I have no further questions, Mr. President. 

PRESIDENT: Does any defendant's counsel wish to ask any Questions? 

The Prosecution? 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: # With the Tribunel'spermission I would not propose to 
cross-examine and ask leave to adopt my cross-exeminaticn cf tho last witness 
because it is the same ground substantially. 

THS PRESIDENT: Very well. 

Does any other Prosecutor wish to cross-examine? 


Yes, Dr. Kranzbushler? 
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DR. KRANZBUEELER: I have no further questions of the witness, 
Mr, President. 
BY THE PRESIDENT: 

Q In the interrogationo£ the defendant Doenitz he said that Godt and 
Hessler, that is you, is it not? 

A Yes. 

Q ~=- tlà him: 

"Don't make this wireless, You see, ono day there can be a wrong 
appearance abut it, there can be a misinterpretation of that," 


Did you say that? 


A I do not remeber this. We very frequently, as consulting officers» 


when orders were drafted we had to contradict and did contradict but I donot 


remember in this case whether Admiral Godt and I said that, 


Q Then later in his interroge.ion the defendant Doenitz said: 


"I am completely and perscgelly responsible for it (that is that order) 


because Captain Godt and Hessler both expressly stated that they considered 
the telegram as ambiguous cr liable to be misinterpreted." 

Did you say that this telegram v.s ambigucus cr liable to bo 
misinterpreted? 

A Ido not remember that poirt. I do nct believe that I considered this 
telegram to be ambiguous. 

Q And lastly the defendant D^o"ritz said; 

"I would like to emphasize once more that Captains Godt and Hessler beth 
were viclontly opposed to the sending of the telegram," 

Do you say you were not violently opposed to the sending of the telegram? 

A It is possible that we wore against the sending cf this wire fcr we 
dià not consider it necessary once agrin to refer to it. 


« Dià you say anything to tho cefendant Doenitz about this telegramat 


A At the drafting of this telegram this was €iscussed. In the ccurse 
of time many hundreds of wireless messages wore drafted by us so that it is 
impossible to remember just what was Said at each time. 

Q You began your answer to that question: 

"At the drafting of this telegram —." 


Do you remember what happened at the drafting of this telegram? 
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A I ean remember only that in the course of the so-called "Lakonia" 
incident we sent many wireless messages and reccived many in return; that many 
wireless messages wore drafted; that beyond that the operation of U-boats 
was going on in the Atlantic s^ that I cannot recall details at the drafting 
ef this wireless. 

« You said now that it was possible that you and Admiral Godt were 
opposed to the sending of this telegram. Is that your answer? 

d4 It is possible but I cannot say that. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well Dr. Krenzbuehler, the witness can retire. 

DR. MRANZBUBHLER: Mr, President, this morning I had already advised the 
Prosecution that I will not wish to call the fourth witness and that is Admiral 
Eckhardt, Therefore, my examination of witnesses has been concluded, 


THE PRESIDENT: And that concludes your case for the present? 
DR. KRAUZBUSELER: The conclusion of my case but with the permission of 


the Tribunal I would like to clarify ono question wich deals with documents. 

he Tribunal has refused all documents which refor to the topics 
counterband, ecntrel ports and "Navicertsystem"., These questions are of great 
significance for my case as I will present it later on. 

May I interpret the resoluticn cf the Tribunal to the effect that these 
documents may noct be used now as proof but that later on in my legal exposition 
I may have permission to use these? 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Kranzbuehler, tho Tribunal thinks that is a question 
which may be reserved until the time comes for you to make your speech. 

DR. KRANZBUBELER: Thank you , Mr, President. Then I have concluded my 
Caso. 

THE PRESIDENT: We will adjourn now, 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 15 May, 1946 at 1000 hours.) 
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